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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 


DEPARTMENTS 


THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1953 


Unitep States Senate, Suscommitrre To 


INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 


INTERNAL Securtry Act AND OrnHer INTERNAL 
Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 


Washington, D.C. 


The subcommittee met at 2:30 p. m., pursuant to call, in room 318, 
Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner and Hendrickson. 

Present also: Robert Morris, chief counsel; J. G. Sourwine, com- 
mittee counsel; Benjamin Mandel, research director; and Robert Me- 
Manus and James Walter, professional staff members. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

I want to state for our record that as a corollary of our July 30, 1953, 
report, the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee has been trying to 
determine how it was that nine important officials of Government 
obtained advances and promotions in the face of derogatory security 
information. 

Evidence before the subcommittee showed clearly that all of these 
men were implicated in the Communist underground organization 
directed by Soviet superiors. Despite this fact, these individuals 
were not only able to stay in the Government employment and to have 
access to vital Government secrets, but also to gain promotions to even 
more important posts in the face of impressive derogatory security 
information, 

These nine were not the only persons involved, but the subcom- 
mittee felt that all of these cases were important and conclusive. Not 
necessarily the most important of these was Harry Dexter White. 

In the course of its investigation, the subcommittee was informed 
on October 13 of the existence of a particularly derogatory security 
report on White. On October 14, at staff level, it asked the Justice 
Department for a copy of this report. It was a routine inquiry. 
The subcommittee has not yet received a copy of this report, but has 
been assured by the Department of Justice that we will receive at 
least some kind of information which will reveal its general nature, 
and yet will be consistent with discreet disclosure of security infor- 


In its handling of the November 1945 security memorandum, the 
Internal Security Subcommitte has released portions thereof after 
first ascertaining with utmost care the reliability of the facts recited 
It also has made a practice of calling as witnesses those 
named before releasing the security information. 
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The subcommittee shall continue to proceed with this inquiry in 
the same careful fashion which has characterized its handling of the 
earlier report and which has been its practice throughout the past 
3} years. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I give a few of the facts that form 
the background for this hearing today ? 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. On April 14, 1953, while Harold Glasser, who is 1 of 
the 9 cases, was a witness before this committee, the Internal Security 
Subcommittee introduced into the record a portion of the November 
1945 memorandum, ‘This portion read as follows: 


N. Gregory Silvermaster, with aliases. This case first came to the attention 
of the Bureau on November 8, 1945, when Elizabeth Bentley, an official of the 
United States Service & Shipping, Inc., New York City, came in to the New 
York office of the Bureau and stated for the past 11 years she had been actively 
engaged in Communist activity and Soviet espionage. She stated that prior to 
1938 she had been an official in various capacities of the Communist Party in 
New York City. In 1938 she began making contacts with Jacob Golos, the 
head of World Tourists, Inc., which organization was being used as a cover for 
the Soviet espionage activity. Golos later organized United States Service & 
Shipping, Ine., for the same purpose, in 1941. 

Under Golos’ direction until his death in 1948, Bentley stated that she was 
used as a courier and liaison between individuals engaged in espionage for the 
Soviet and Golos. After Golos’ death in November 19438, she continued to act 
as such a courier and liaison under the direction of Earl Browder. 

During the latter part of 1944, at the insistence of Soviet representatives in 
the United States, and with Browder’s consent, the various espionage groups 
with which she had been maintaining liaison were turned over directly to Soviet 
agents, only one of whom she has been able to identify. The Soviet representa- 
tive, who has used the cover name “Al,” has been identified as Anatoli Gromov, 
First Secretary of the Soviet Embassy, Washington, D. C., who since his arrival 
in the United States on September 15, 1944, has been suspected by this Bureau 
to be the successor in NKVD activities of Vassili Zubilin, former Second Secre- 
tary of the Soviet Embassy, who was recalled to the Soviet Union in July 1944. 
Zubilin was the reported head of all NKVD activity in North America. 

Bentley has stated that the espionage agents with whom she had been in con- 
tact under Golos’ and Browder’s direction had been working for the NKVD. 
The espionage groups with which Bentley worked were primarily employees of 
the United States Government stationed in Washington, D. C. The head of the 
most important group originally run by Golos was N. Gregory Silvermaster, at 
one time an employee of the Department of Labor, and now connected with the 
United States Treasury Department. Another member of this group, who re- 
sides with Silvermaster, is William L. Ullmann, a major in the United States 
Army Air Forces stationed at the Pentagon Building, who has been responsible 
for the obtaining and photographing of classified information regarding United 
States Government war plans, and also reports of the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, copies of which had been furnished to G-2 of the Army at the 
Pentagon Building. 

Other members of this group include A. George Silverman, a civilian em- 
ployee of the War Department; Harry Dexter White, Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury in Charge of Monetary Research and Foreign Funds Control; William 
Taylor, also an employee of the Treasury Department; Lauchlin Currie, ad- 
ministrative assistant to the President; and other lesser figures. 


The report then goes on to relate other members who were, accord- 
ing to this source of information, members of the Soviet underground 
which was operating in Washington. 

That, I say, Mr. Chairman, was introduced into the record on April 
14, 1953, and as the various witnesses whose names appeared thereon 
were called, they were asked about the evidence that appeared in the 
memorandum. 




















ee SRR 


a 
p 





INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 1071 


The Cuarrman To complete our record on this important hearing, I 
would like to ask the chief counsel if the record shows the 1945 memo- 
randum ¢ 

Mr. Morris. The 1945 memorandum, Mr. Chairman, was the one 
that I have just described, and pertinent portions thereof I have read. 

The Cuairman. In other words, all that we have released is in the 
record ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Again, Mr. Chairman, 2 weeks ago in New York when 
we had hearings in the United States courthouse at Foley Square in 
connection with the United Nations, we did put into the record ap- 
proximately 8 or 9 further pages of that particular security report. 

The genesis of the present hearing is that on October 13, a staff mem- 
ber of this committee was informed by Mr. Lamar Caudle that there 
was in existence in the files of the Department of Justice—I might 
point out that Lamar Caudle at that time was Chief of the Criminal 
Division of the Attorney General’s office—that there was in the files 
of the Attorney General’s office a particularly interesting memo- 
randum which indicated rather conclusively that Harry Dexter White, 
1 of the 9 people that the committee was interested in, was engaged in 
Communist activities, and that that might be obtained by our com- 
mittee. 

Accordingly, a staff member of the committee asked the head of the 
Criminal Division, the present head of the Criminal Division of the 
Department of Justice, through his assistant, if we could obtain a copy 
of that report. We have been assured by the Attorney General that we 
will at least have some kind of information about that report, and 
that it will be available to this committee as soon as possible. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that there are 
nine people involved in this series of hearings. I think Mr. Mandel 
has here a summary of the jobs that they held after November 1945. 
The significance of the date 1945 is that this was the date of the 
security memorandum which we know Vice President Nixon has told 
us was circulated among high Government officials and the President 
of the United States. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Mandel, will you put into the record these nine 
individuals’ names referred to by Mr. Morris, and also read the job 
description of their positions ¢ 

Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Chairman, I understand the nine peo- 
ple include Mr. White; is that correct? 

The Cuarrman. They do. 

Mr. Manpet. Harold Glasser: In the fall of 1945, Mr. Glasser was a 
member of an economic mission to Japan. In 1946, he was a member 
of an economic mission to Germany. As Associate Director and later 
Director of the Division of Monetary Research in the Treasury De- 
partment, Mr. Glasser played a major role in the great financial negoti- 
ations of 1946 and 1947, and in the field of foreign policy, both nation- 
ally and internationally. 

In August 1946 he was an adviser to Mr. Clayton at the fifth session 
of the Council of the United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Ad- 
ministration. He was adviser to Mr. Snyder at the first annual meeting 
of the Board of Governors of the International Monetary Fund and 
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development in Septem- 
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ber and October of the same year. Promoted from Associate Director 
to Director of the Division of Monetary Research, he was adviser to 
Mr. Clayton at the sixth session of the Council of the United Nations 
Relief and Rehabilitation Administration in December of 1946. He 
attended the four-power conference in Trieste in January 1947, and in 
March and April of 1947 was special financial consultant on Trieste to 
General Marshall, at the Foreign Ministers’ meeting in Moscow. 

Both Mr. Snyder and Mr. Acheson addressed favorable letters in 
regard to Mr. Glasser to his new employers. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I point out at this time again that 
the significance of that reading was that they were the positions that 
Mr. Glasser held subsequent to the time that he was mentioned in this 
1945 security memorandum which was circulated. 

The CuatrMan. Proceed, Mr. Mandel. 

Mr. Manner. Alger Hiss: In November 1945, Alger Hiss was 
Director of the Office of Special Political Affairs in the State Depart- 
ment. This was the office that had paramount concern with interna- 
tional organizations, particularly the United Nations. The Office of 
Special Political Affairs under Hiss’ direction until his departure from 
the State Department in January 1947, was of major importance in 
the crucial year of 1946, the formative year of the United Nations. 

In his capacity as Director, and as Secretary to the American Dele- 
gation, he attended the first part of the first session of the General 
Assembly in London in January—March, and the second part in New 
York in the fall of 1946. 

His office prepared the papers, recommended the policies, handled 
all negotiations, both for the United States mission and the United 
Nations. 

Testimony before the Subcommittee on Internal Security also dis- 
closes that Mr. Hiss, contrary to the Secretary of State’s direction, 
forwarded a list of names of applicants for positions to the Secretariat 
of the United Nations. An examination of the State Department 
directory further discloses that Mr. Hiss made a sizable number of 
appointments to top positions in his office during this period. Many of 
these individuals are still in those positions. 

When Mr. Hiss resigned from the Department of State in January 
1947 to become president of the Carnegie Corp., his farewell party 
was attended by Mr. Dean Acheson, who praised him as a model Gov- 
ernment official. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Mandel, just a moment. I want to note the 
presence of Congressman Harold Velde, chairman of the House Un- 
American Activities Committee, and several members of his com- 
mittee. 

Gentlemen, we are very glad you are here with us. 

Proceed, Mr. Mandel. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I point out at this time, that the 
1945 security memorandum said the following about Alger Hiss: 


Bentley advised that members of this group had told her that Hiss of the State 
Department had taken Harold Glasser of the Treasury Department, and 2 or 3 
others, and had turned them over to direct control by the Soviet representatives 
in this country. In this regard, attention is directed to Whittaker Chambers’ 
statement regarding Alger Hiss and to the statement by Gouzenko, regarding an 
assistant to the Secretary of State who was a Soviet agent. 
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So you see, Mr. Chairman, this memorandum was really showing at 
that time the three sources of information that Alger Hiss was impli- 
cated in the Communist underground activity. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Mandel. 

Mr. Manver. Edward Fitzgerald: Mr. Fitzgerald transferred from 
the Foreign Economie Administration to the ‘Bureau of For eign and 
Domestic Commerce, Commerce Department. In July 1946, ‘he be- 
came Assistant C hief of the Current Business Analysis Division, Com- 
merce Department, Office of the Secretary, Office of Program Planning. 
He was subsequently promoted from P-6 to P-7, and at the time of 
his resignation in September 1946, he was rated a social-science 
analyst. 

Maurice Halperin: Mr. Halperin transferred from a position as 
Chief of the Latin American Bureau of the Office of Strategic Services 
to the State Department in October 1945. He remained in the Depart- 
ment until June 1946. 

Virginius Frank Coe: Mr. Frank Coe continued as Director of the 
power ‘ful Division of Monetary Research in the Treasury Department 
until May 1946. He then resigned to become Secretary of the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund, 1 of ‘the 2 great international organizations 
in the financial field, which had been planned and projected initially 
by the Monetary Research Division of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. Harry White, who had been Director of that Division during 
the planning stages, was the first Executive Director of the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund. In his new post Mr. Coe was promoted in 
1948, and again in 1950, and when he appeared before the Internal 
Security Subcommittee he was receiving an annual salary of $20,000. 
Mr. Coe has since resigned. 

Victor Perlo: In December 1945, Mr. Perlo transferred from the 
War Production Board to the Monetary Research Division of the 
Treasury Department as an economist and an economic analyst. In 
March of 1947, he left the Treasury Department to join the Inter- 
governmental Committee on Refugees, at a salary of $8,778. 

Harry Magdoff: Mr. Magdoff was chief economic analyst in the 
Office of Business Economics, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com- 
merce, Commerce Department, in December 1945. He was promoted 
from a P-7 to a P-8 rating in April 1946, and became program plan- 
ning officer in the Office of the Bureau of the C ensus, Commerce De- 
par tment. A few weeks later he was transferred to the Office of Small 
Business. At the time of his — on December 27, 1947, he was 
program planning officer, at $9,975 a year. 

Ir ving Caplan: Mr. Kaplan was in Germany in the fall of 1945 with 
the Foreign Funds Control Section of the Treasury Department. He 
returned in December 1945, and was with the Office of War Mobiliza- 
tion and Reconversion until 1947, when he became an economic adviser 
with the Division of Monetary Research at the Tre: usury Department. 
In January 1948 he left the national civil service for the Economic 
Development Section of the United Nations. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, he was in the United Nations as well in the 
year 1952, when he was subpenaed by this committee; was he not‘ 

Mr. Manpve. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And Fr ‘ank Coe was the Secretary of the International 
Monetary Fund in December 1952, when he was subpenaed by this 
committee; was he not ? 
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Mr. Manpeu. That is correct. 

The CHatrman. Call your first witness. 

Mr. Morris. Is Mr. Caudle here? Will you come forward, Mr, 
Caudle, please ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Caudle, will you hold up your right hand and 
be sworn to testify ¢ 

Do you swear the testimony given in this hearing will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing ‘but the tr uth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Caupxe. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Be seated. Will you state your full name to the 
committee ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF THERON LAMAR CAUDLE, WADESBORO, N. C. 


Mr. Caupie. My full name, Senator, is Theron Lamar Caudle. 

The Cuatrman. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Caupte. Wadesboro, N. C. 

The Cuairman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Caupte. I am an attorney at law. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr, Caudle, have you been head of the Criminal Divi- 
sion of the Attorney General’s Office in the United States Government ? 

Mr. Caupte. I have. 

Mr. Morris. When did you hold that position ? 

Mr. Caupte. From Se ‘ptember 17, 1945, until about the same time, 
September or October 1947. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Will you give us a very brief description of your 
duties as head of the Criminal Division of the Attorney General’s 
Office ? 

Mr. Caupte. The Assistant Attorney General of the Criminal Di- 
vision supervises all of the criminal litigation in the country, There 
were at that time about 31,000 criminal statutes that had to be ad- 
ministered, and, of course, you worked in conjunction with the United 
States attorneys of the 96 different districts. All the criminal laws 
other than the tax laws and the Sherman and the Clayton Acts, the 
Sherman Antitrust Act, were administered by this Division. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Caudle, in that position did you receive in the 
course of business classified FBI reports containing security infor- 
mation ¢ 

Mr. Caupte. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Can you recall in early 1946 receiving an FBI report, 
a classified FBI report, on a person known as Harry Dexter White? 

Mr. Caupue. I did, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us your best recollection of that partic- 
ular episode ? 

Mr. Caupte. I will, but if you would like me to, I would like to 
preface my remarks concerning a statement you made a while ago, 
which implied that I called the committee, and notified a member 
of your staff, which is not 





Mr. Morris. We did not say you initiated it, Mr. Caudle. I said 
you had informed a member of the staff. 

Mr. Caupue. I would like to say, Mr. Morris, that some time in 
October, I was in New York and Philadelphia on business, and I 
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called my home and was informed by Mrs. Caudle that the Times- 
Herald in Washington was calling me 3 or 4 times a day, and was 
trying to reach me, that a Mr. Joseph Walter of the Times-Herald 
was trying to find me. I was not in any mood to talk to newspapers 
about anything on this business trip, and I would not accept the call 
until I went to Wadesboro, back to my home. Then a call came 
through that morning, and it was Mr. James Walter, and not Mr. 
Joseph Walter, and Mr. James Walter, whom I knew when I was 
in the Criminal Division, told me that he was identified with the staff 
of the Internal Security Committee, and that he was informed and 
had information concerning a confidential memorandum that came to 
me concerning Harry Dexter White, when I was Assistant Attorney 
General in charge of the Criminal Division, and he asked me if that 
information was not correct. 

It being correct, he being a member of your staff, I told the gentle- 
man that such a memorandum did come to me. 

I did want to straighten that out, Senator, because I was called by 
Mr. Walter. I was not calling Mr. Walter. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, a member of our staff, Mr. Walter, 
contacted you. 

Mr. Caupie. Yes, sir. He found out about it and contacted me. 

Mr. Morris. And Mr. Caudle, you drew the conclusion that some- 
body from the Times-Herald was trying to reach you because you 
knew that Mr. Walter had been associated with the Times-Herald. 

Mr. Caupie, Yes, for a long time when I was in the Criminal Di- 
vision he was a reporter, and I thought he still was until he told me 
he was a member of your staff. 

Mr. Morris. And you did tell him after he asked that there was in 
existence this particularly interesting security memorandum on the 
person Harry Dexter White? 

Mr. Caupie. That is right. He told me he had information about 
the memorandum and that he had information also that such a memo- 
randum came to me. I told the gentleman that there was no use my 
dodging the question ; it was true. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Caudle, will you now give us your best recollection 
of that episode, that is, that particular FBI report coming into your 
possession some time early in 1946? 

Mr. Caupie. Yes, sir. Some time early in 1946, Mr. Morris, I re- 
ceived from the Federal Bureau of Investigation a memorandum that 
I remember was sealed in the envelope and addressed to my personal 
attention. 

I opened it, of course, and read it. To the memorandum there was 
a personal memorandum, as I remember, addressed to me from the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, explaining that the nomination of 
Harry Dexter White was under consideration or some phase of it. 
It was 8 years ago and my memory is too hazy to be exact. There was 
attached to this covering memorandum a long memorandum con- 
sisting of 8 to 15 pages. I do not know how much. It was exclusively 
devoted to Harry Dexter White, who at that time was an employee 
of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. Morris. Did it indicate that Harry Dexter White was a mem- 
ber of the Communist underground ? 

Mr. Cavupte. As I remember, it did; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. Did it give any details supporting that conclusion ? 

Mr. Caupte. I cannot remember any of the details in the memo- 
randum that was sent to me. 

Mr. Morris. But you are certain that it came to the conclusion or 
warranted the conclusion that you have stated before this committee ? 

Mr. Caupie. Yes, sir; Mr. Morris. When I read the memorandum 
over, I became alarmed with the matter and I called the Office of the 
Attorney General for Mr. Clark, and he was not there. I was told 
he was over, I think, in Johns Hopkins getting a physical checkup. 
As I remember, I really thought that the memorandum was sent to 
me because Mr. Clark was away, and I found that he was away. Be 
it as it may, I did deliver the memorandum to Mr. Clark, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Caudle, may I break into your testimony at this 
point?) Mr. Chairman, in trying to ascertain the date of this occur- 
rence as related here today by Mr. Caudle, Mr. Mandel, director of 
research of our committee, has been in touch with Johns Hopkins 
Hospital in Baltimore, and asked them the dates that Attorney Gen- 
eral Clark actually was in the hospital. 

Mr. Mandel, will you put into the record the date according to your 
investigation that Mr. Clark was in the hospital ? 

Mr. Manvev. The records of Johns Hopkins Hospital disclose that 
Mr. Tom C. Clark was admitted to the hospital in a private ward 
in the Marbury Building on February 15, 1946, and that he was 
discharged on February 26, 1946. 

Mr. Morris. Would that refresh your recollection in any way 
Mr. Caudle? 

Mr. Caupitr. No, sir. Those facts were made known to me in 
executive session. It was 8 years ago, Mr. Morris, and I cannot help 
but associate Mr. Clark being in Johns Hopkins when I called him. 
It is just in my mind. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Caudle, do you know how many other people 
received that particular memorandum which you have described to 
the best of your ability here today ? 

Mr. Cavupte. I did not know that anyone else had received that 
memorandum other than that there was an indication, I believe, in 
the file that a copy of it had been sent to the White House. 

Mr. Morris. Did you discuss that report with Attorney General 
Clark ? 

Mr. Caupte. I told Mr. Clark I had read it over, that it was very 
important, and I wished he would read it over. It was very deroga- 
tory toward Harry Dexter White, and that if the facts in the report 
were true, I hoped he would do what he could to discourage the ap- 
appointment. 

Mr. Morris. Discourage the appointment of Harry Dexter White. 

Mr. Caupte. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You know that the record seems to indicate now that 
this could have taken place, at least according to Mr. Mandel’s infor- 
mation, sometime between the 15th and the 20th, and that actually 
Harry Dexter White had been appointed—Mr. Mandel, do you have 
the date on the time Mr. White was actually appointed. 

A short chronology here, Mr. Chairman, indicates that on January 
23, 1946, Harry Dexter White was nominated to be Director of the 
International Monetary Fund. On February 4, 1946, an FBI report 
was sent to the White House, according toMr. Brownell. On February 
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6, the United States Senate confirmed Mr. White. On February 7, 
President Truman signed the commission, and according to this 
chronology, on April 8, 1947, Mr. White resigned from the Treasury 
Department to obtain that particular employment. 

Te Cuairman. Right at that point, I would like to state for the 
record that this information that White resigned apparently from the 
Treasury Department on April 30, 1946, to take effect on May 1, 1946, 
he went on the International Monetary Fund payroll on May 6, which 
was the date the fund became operative. That means that he stayed 
on the payroll of the Treasury 3 months after Mr. Byrnes’ conversa- 
tion supposedly with the President. 

I have Mr. Byrnes’ telegram here in reply to ours and I think it 
should come at a later time in the record and clarify this whole matter. 

(The telegrams appear at p. 1086.) 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, that is referring to Governor 
Byrnes? 

The Cuarrman. Governor Byrnes. Thank you, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Caudle, can you remember any further conversa- 
tions with any persons in Government about this particular report ? 
Did you converse with other people and did you take any action ? 

Mr, Cavupie. Over in the Department? 

Mr. Morris. Anywhere, Mr. Caudle. 

Mr. Cavupie. No,sir. I never did take any action. After I delivered 
it to Mr. Clark, Mr. Morris, I didn’t do anything further about the 
report. 

Mr. Morris. Have you discussed that report since that time with 
anybody ? 

Mr. Cavuptz. I probably have, since your Internal Security Com- 
mittee report has come out. 

Mr. Morris. In other words since the hearings of the Internal Secu- 
rity Subcommittee, they have refreshed your recollection about the 
report ? 

Mr. Caupie. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. But you have taken no open position except for your 
statement to Mr. Walter of this committee ? 

Mr. Caupte. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, would you receive into the record at this 
time by way of summation some of the evidence that the Internal 
Security Subcommittee has gathered in the course of the last 3 years 
about Harry Dexter White ? 

The Cuarrman. It should go into the record at this point and become 
a part of the record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you put into the record at this time 
the testimony before the Internal Security Subcommittee of Elizabeth 
Bentley? In staff conference we designated certain portions of her 
testimony that would be appropriate to this particular part of the 
record. 

The Cuamman. May we have order, please. Proceed, Mr. Mandel. 

Mr. Manpeu. This is taken from the report of the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee dated July 2, 1952, from which I quote the 
following: 


Miss Bentley also testified that White, while Under Secretary of the Treasury, 
devised a plan whereby his superior, Secretary Morgenthau, should be induced to 
effect exchange of all classified material between all sensitive agencies and the 
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Treasury. According to the testimony, this plan was carried out, and the secrets 
of all sensitive agencies were thus made accessible to the Soviets through White. 
Notes in White’s handwriting were found among the Chambers “pumpkin 
papers.” 

That is on pages 422 and 492 of the hearings on the Institute of 
Pacific Relations. 

Elizabeth Bentley has testified that both Currie and White aided her in her 
work for Soviet military intelligence. 

That is on pages 418 and 423 of the IPR hearings. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, there is one particular exchange of 
testimony that I think would be particularly appropriate at this time. 
In 1952 Miss Bentley testified as follows; Senator Ferguson asking 
the questions: 

Did you have trouble or difficulty in moving agents that you had into strategic 
positions in Government or in the Army that you were talking about that you 
did not want them where there was danger, but you wanted them in strategic 
positions? 

For example, Silvermaster. Did you have trouble moving people such as that 
or how much were they moved to strategic positions so that you could get your 
information? 

Miss BENTLEY. We didn’t have too much trouble. In the case of Silvermaster 
he pulled strings and got in there. 

Senator Frercuson. What were your avenues for placing people in strategic 
positions? 

Miss Bentiey. I would say that two of our best ones were Harry Dexter White 
and Lauchlin Currie. They had an immense amount of influence and knew 
people and their word would be accepted when they recommended someone, 

The Cuatman. Does our record show who Lauchlin Currie was 
and where he was employed ? 

Mr. Morris. At that time Lauchlin Currie was Executive Assistant 
to the President of the United States. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Is there another section you have there, Mr. Mandel? 

. r x 6 ; el 

Mr. MAnpet (reading) : 

Miss BentLey. Harry Dexter White, I couldn’t tell you that he actually has 
been a member of the party but to all intents and purposes he was because he 
followed its discipline. According to Nathan Silvermaster he was afraid to 
meet people like myself. He had for sometime been working for an agent who 
had turned sour, later identified as Whittaker Chambers. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Sourwine, do you have any questions? 

The Cuatrman. Do you have any questions to ask the witness, Mr. 
Sourwine ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Caudle, do you remember who in the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation signed the covering memorandum with which 
this White report came to you? 

Mr. Cauptz. No, sir. All of the covering memorandums from the 
FBI that came to me came in the name of the Director, Mr. Hoover, 
to me, and then probably the one who would approve it would initial 
the other side. All of them came in the name of the Director. 

The Cratrman. Further questions? Senator Hendrickson, any 
questions ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. One or two questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Caudle, I understand you had two conversations with Attorney 
General Clark concerning this report on the same day; is that correct ? 


1P, 420, Institute of Pacific Relations hearings. 
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Mr. Caupte. As I remember, Senator, I had a conversation with 
him on the telephone, a brief conversation, and then I had a conversa- 
tion with him 

Senator Henprickson. That was the conversation which took place 
from the hospital, is that correct ? 

Mr. Cavupte. On the telephone, as I remember it; yes, sir. Then 
the next conversation was the brief one I had when I delivered the 
copy of the report that came to me, to him. 

Senator Henpricxson. That was on the same day? 

Mr. Caupte. As I remember, on the same day; yes, sir. 

Senator Henpricxson. That was a personal conversation? 

Mr. Caupte. A personal conversation. 

Senator Henpricxson. In which you discussed the report? 

Mr. Caupte. Yes, sir; I told him I read it over and it looked very 
bad and that I hoped he would give it his immediate attention because 
I believed that if the facts as stated in the memorandum were true, 
this man was thoroughly unfit for public office and ought not to be 
nominated. 

Senator Henpricxson. Now, Mr. Caudle, when you had this con- 
versation with the Attorney General at the hospital, could it have 
been possible that the hospital that you were talking to would have 
been one of the service hospitals, either Walter Reed or the Naval 
Hospital ? 

Mr. Caupte. Senator, it could have been, of course, I just don’t 
remember. It has been 8 years ago. I do not remember any of the 
contents of the memorandum concerning Dexter White, except I do 
remember the tremendous impression its contents made upon me. 

Senator Henpricxson. I raise that question because the testimony 
indicates, the record indicates, rather, that the Attorney General was 
a patient at Johns Hopkins Hospital, but he might well have had 
medical or physical checkup at one of the service hospitals prior to 
becoming a patient. 

You don’t know about that? 

Mr. Caupte. No, sir, I am not positive about it. 

The Cuareman. I think he has testified fully on that. 

Are there no further questions? You are excused, Mr. Caudle. 

Mr. Caupie. May I be permanently excused, Senator ? 

The Cuatrman. You are excused, sir. 

Mr. Morris, do we have anything in our records that show activity 
of Harry Dexter White in the negotiations between Japan and the 
United States prior to Pearl Harbor ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I would like to call the attention 
of the committee to a particular excerpt * from the report that the In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee filed with the Senate after its hear- 
ings on the Institute of Pacific Relations. 

The Cuarrman. Read it into the record and it may become a part 
of this record. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 





In November of 1941 war and peace in the Pacific were at a precarious balance. 
Representatives of the Japanese Government were in Washington conferring 
with Secretary of State Hull regarding the issue which divided Japan and the 
United States. During the conversations a modus vivendi was proposed under 


2p, 179. 
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which the two Nations would agree to a 90-day truce, while negotiations con- 
tinued. 

As late as November 25, the modus vivendi was still under consideration. On 
the next day, however, Secretary Hull rejected the idea, and sent a strong 
note to the Japanese. Twelve days later the Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor. 

Beneath the surface of these well-publicized events, other things had been 
happening. To understand them, it is necessary first to understand that the 
fundamental longtime strategy of the U. S. S. R. to protect the “soft under- 
belly” of its eastern frontier against Japanese encroachment, was to turn the 
tide of Japanese advance southward, and involve Japan in a war with the 
United States, so that the United States and nations with possessions south of 
Japan would relieve the pressure on the Soviet frontier. 

Richard Sorge, one of the ablest of the Kremlin’s spies, was in Tokyo in pre- 
Pearl Harbor days as the head of an espionage ring which had two objectives: 

(1) To obtain intelligence information regarding Japanese military intentions ; 

(2) To influence Japanese policy away from an attack on the Soviet Union 
and toward an attack on the United States, Great Britain, and the Dutch East 
Indies. 


This is footnoted: 


Mitsusada Yoshikawa, director of the Special Investigation Bureau of the 
Attorney General's Office of the Japanese Government, testified that Sorge, work- 
ing through Ozaki and Saionji sought to impress on the Japanese officials that 
if they struck north, their forces would encounter powerful Red armies, there 
would be little of value in Siberia, and she would probably meet greater diffi- 
culties than in her war with China. If Japan struck south, it was pointed 
out, she would find many useful resources and, besides, Japan historically has 
always failed in any military missions toward the north. 

Sorge at that time was attached to the German Embassy in Tokyo. His 
assistant was Hotsumi Ozaki who was adviser to the Japanese Premier. Kin- 
kazu Saionji, a descendant of a Japanese hero, aided Ozaki. Saionji had been 
secretary of the Japanese Council of the IPR and Ozaki a delegate to the 1936 
IPR conference in the United States. Included in the ring were Guenther 
Stein, Chungking correspondent of the IPR, and Agnes Smedley, a short-time 
member of the IPR. 

Lattimore was in Chungking with Chiang as the personal representative of 
the President of the United States, during the days when the modus vivendi 
was under consideration. On November 25 Lattimore wired Lauchlin Currie, 
executive assistant to the President, asking Currie to “urgently advise the 
President” of Chiang’s opposition to the modus vivendi. His dispatch warned 
that Japan should not escape “military defeat by diplomatic victory.” 

At the same time, Edward C. Carter was in New York when he received a 
delegram from Harry Dexter White, then Under Secretary of the Treasury, 
asking him to come to Washington immediately. Carter testified that he had 
been called to Washington because White sought his aid to prevent a “sellout 
of China,” but by the time he reached Washington, the “sellout” had been 
averted. 


The term “sellout” there is in quotes. It is the expression used by 
Mr. Carter. 


On November 29 Carter wrote that he had seen Lauchlin Currie on the 28th. 
In that letter Carter expressed the feeling that Currie “probably had a terribly 
anxious time for the past week. For a few days it looked as though Hull was 
in danger of selling China and America and Britain down the river. Currie 
did not say this but I learned it from other high sources.” 

Elizabeth Bentley has testified that both Currie and White aided her in her 
work for Soviet Military Intelligence. Whittaker Chambers gave corroboration 
to her testimony about White. 


Mr. Morris. The next witness is General Vaughan. 

The Cuarrman. General Vaughan, will you hold your right hand 
up to be sworn and testify. Do you swear that the testimony you 
will give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 
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TESTIMONY OF HARRY HAWKINS VAUGHAN, MAJOR GENERAL 
(RETIRED), FORMERLY MILITARY AIDE TO PRESIDENT TRU- 
MAN, ACCOMPANIED BY F. JOSEPH DONOHUE AND CHARLES 
PATRICK CLARK, ATTORNEYS AT LAW, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


General VaueHan. I do. 

The CuarrmMan. Be seated. 

Will you state your full name to the committee? 

General Vauguan. Harry Hawkins Vaughan. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside, General Vaughan? 

General Vauenan. No. 3 Forest Hill Road, Alexandria, Va. 

The CuHatrrMan. What is your business or profession ¢ 

General VaucHan. I was retired from the Army on the Ist of last 
February. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Were you an assistant to the most recent President of 
the United States, Harry Truman ? 

General Vaucuan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what particular time you served in 
that capacity ? 

General VaucHaNn. Might I at this time read a short statement that 
I read in the executive session ¢ 

The CHarrMan. You may. 

General VaucHan. At the time the subpena issued by this committee 
of the Senate was served upon me, I had some serious doubts as to 
the propriety of my answering any question concerning the con- 
fidenttiat relationship which existed between me as military aide to the 
then President, Mr. Truman. However, that doubt has been re- 
solved in my mind as a result of having been advised that President 
Truman has authorized me to answer fully insofar as I can any ques- 
tion concerning the subject matter of the inquiry for which this sub- 
pena was issued. 

The CratrmMan. General Vaughan, we will let the record show at 
this time you are present here with your counsel. 

General Vauauan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Would you please state your name and give your 
address ? 

Mr. Dononvr. Mr. F. Joseph Donohue, 503 D Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Donohue. 

Mr. Dononve. Iam a member of the bar of the District of Columbia. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. Proceed, Mr. Morris, with 
the questioning. 

Mr. Morris. General Vaughan, I think you were about to tell us 
when your duties commenced as assistant to the President of the 
United States, and how long they continued. 

General Vaucuan. I was appointed aide to the President of the 
United States a few days after Mr. Truman assumed that office. I 
don’t remember the exact date. The record will show that. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in military service at that time? 

General VaueHan. I was in the military service at that time. I 
had been aide to the Vice President. 


$2918°—54—pt. 16——2 
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Mr. Morris. That is Vice President Truman. 

General Vaucuan. Truman. 

Mr. Morris. Then how long did you perform those duties? 

General VaueHan. Until the 20th of January last. 

Mr. Morris. That was the termination of Mr. Truman’s term in 
office. 

General Vaueuan. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. How long did your service with the United States 
Army continue after that time? 

General Vaucuan. I was retired on the 1st day of February. That 
was 10 days later. 

Mr. Morris, General Vaughan, was it your practice, serving in that 
capacity, to receive classified FBI reports on various individual em- 
ployees in the United States Government ! 

General Vauenan. I received reports. I can’t recall how many of 
them were classified at this time. I received those reports and con- 
veyed them to the President. 

Mr. Morris. In other words,. it was a regular thing for FBI re- 
ports to be submitted to you? 

General Vauauan. Yes, sir. They all came through my office. 

Mr. Morris. Did you make any record of those reports as they came 
into your office? 

General Vaueuan; No sir, I did not. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you have any particular recollection of a report 
prepared by the Federal Bureau of Investigation in approximately 
November 1945, and circulated throughout the Government at a period 

shortly later than that, which set forth rather extensively the general 
situation with ‘respect to Communist and Soviet activities among 
United States citizens serving in the United States Government ? 

General Vaueuan. No, I do not at this time recall any specific re- 
port. It was not my duty to act upon this, and I was really simply a 
means of conveyance. 

Mr. Morris. If the Attorney General of the United States in the 
possession of the official records of the United States tells this commit- 
tee that there was in existence and there was circulated to you for the 
President of the United States such a report, would you dispute that 
statement ? 

General Vaucuan. I would not question it for a moment. 

Mr. Morris. You say you would not? 

General Vavenan. I would not. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you do remember receiving these re- 
ports, you have no particular recollection about this particular report, 
but if the records indicate that you had received it for the President, 
you would not dispute that fact ? 

General Vaueuan. I would not; that is right. 

Mr. Morris. With respect to the second memorandum, this memo- 
randum which we describe as the second memorandum, being a memo- 

randum specifically on the personality of Harry Dexter White, can you 
recall, in the position that you just described to us, receiving such a 
report on Harry Dexter White? 

General Vaueuan. No, I cannot recall that, either, but the same 
goes for that as for the others. 
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Mr. Morris. In other words, if the Attorney General has stated that 
the records indicate that you received such a report for the President 
of the United States, then you would not dispute that fact ? 

General Vaveuan. No, I would not, sir. 

The Cuarrman. General Vaughan, as I understand it, you took no 
action whatever. You did not try to evaluate or determine the im- 
portance of any of these reports? 

General Vaueuan. It was not my duty. 

The CuHarrMan. You were merely a conveyor of the report on to the 
President of the United States? 

General Vaucuan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever discussed the contents of any of these 
reports with the President of the United States? 

General VaucHan. On several occasions I would receive reports di- 
rected tome. They were not thought of sufficient immediate interest 
to be called to the President’s attention. They would be of general 
interest on subversive activities in certain parts of the country or in 
certain parts of the world. The covering letter would say, “This is 
called to your attention as it may be of interest to the President.” A 
report of that kind, I would look it over, and if there was something 
that commanded the President’s attention, I would call it to his atten- 
tion. Otherwise, it would go in the general file. 

Mr. Morris. Suppose it would be if the particular reports we are 
talking about had appended to them such a statement, that would not 
vary the testimony you have given up to this time? 

General Vaueuan. No, it would not. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions at this 
time. 

The Cuamman. Any further questions? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. General Vaughan, you have testified that you fre- 
quently got FBI reports on individuals. Did you in all cases give 
those reports to the President if they were marked for him? 

General Vauauan. Anything that was marked for the President 
went over to him, if not the day I received it, certainly no later than 
the next day if the President was in town, and when I was in town. 
I will say it the other way. When the President was in town, I was 
usually in town. 

Mr. Sourwineg. The point I am trying to make, sir, is whether you 
yourself gave those reports to the President or sent them routinely 
through some other form of delivery? 

General Vaucuan. I, usually, at the staff meeting in the morning, 
laid them on the table behind the President’s desk for his attention 
when he got around to it. 

Mr. Sourwrne. So any such report that came to you, you know it 
was delivered to the President? 

General Vaueuan. It was; yes, sir. 

Senator Hrenprickson. General, how many of these reports did 
you receive in the course of a week? 

General Vauauan. Senator, that varied; probably some weeks 2 
or 3, and some weeks 15 or 20. 

Senator Henpricxson, Did you keep any office record of these 
reports ? 
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General Vaueuan. No, sir, I did not. I had one stenographer. 
My staff consisted of one young lady at that time. There was a lot 
of material. 

Senator Henprickson. So there is no record of the reports that 
pussed through your hands? 

General Vaucuan. In my office; no sir. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Morris, do you have further questions to ask? 

Mr. Morris. Yes; Mr. Chairman I would like to ask General 
Vaughan two more questions. 

General Vaughan, did you keep a diary or record of any of these 
reports ¢ 

General Vaueuan. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Who was your secretary at that particular time? 

General Vavenan. Ruth Anderson. She has since married and 
I can’t recall at the moment her present name. Ruth Anderson. 

Mr. Morris. Would you describe for the record the duties per- 
formed by Ruth Anderson at that time? 

General Vaueuan. Ruth Anderson had general secretarial duties. 
She wrote my letters, she answered the phone, she handled my ap- 
pointments, she did all the filing, she did practically everything that 
was done in a secretarial way in ‘the office. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have subpenaed Ruth Anderson and 
we did hear her testimony, as you know, in executive session today. 
Everything she told this committee coincided with the testimony 
given by General Vaughan, namely, that she was his secretary, that 
she did keep the records, that she did these things in the ordinary 
course of business, that she had no recollection of these particular re- 
ports, and is in no position to confirm or deny the existence of these 
particular reports. 

In view of that fact, and in view of the fact that there is no conflict 
between her testimony and the testimony given here by General 
Vaughan, I submit that it probably is not necessary to call her at this 
time. 

The Cuarrman. That is correct. Are there further questions? 

Senator Henpricxson. General Vaughan, in the course of a day if 
you received a report and you did not have the opportunity to turn it 
over to the President of the United States, what would happen to 
the report overnight, let us say? 

General Vaueuan. If the report was marked classified, I had a 
safe. It went into the safe. If it was not classified material, it stayed 
in a desk drawer where I had a folder where I put things that were 
to be delivered to the President or called to his attention. 

Senator Henprickson. Did anyone else have access to this safe? 

General Vaucuan. No one, sir, but myself. 

Senator Henpricxson. You do not recall ever putting into the safe 
a report treating with one Harry Dexter White? 

General Vaucuan. No, sir; I cannot recall that. 

Senator Henpricxson. That is all. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think while General Vaughan is still 
on the stand, and I think it is appropriate for our record at this par- 
ticular juncture, I would like to read into the record two excerpts from 
the statement of Attorney General Brownell on this particular inci- 
dent. I read these because they will dovetail with the testimony given 
by General Vaughan. 
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Mr. Brownell stated on Friday, November 6, 1953: 

3ut I can now announce officially, for the first time in public, that the records 
in my Department show that White’s spying activities for the Soviet Government 
were reported in detail by the FBI to the White House by means of a report 
delivered to President Truman through his military aide, Brig. Gen. Harry H. 
Vaughan, in December of 1945. 

Again on November 9, 1953, Mr. Brownell stated the records in the 
Department of Justice show that months prior to White’s entering 
upon office, Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, on two separate occasions sent reports describing 
White’s spying activities to the White House to the attention of the 
President, with copies also to other important officials in the Truman 
administration. 

The first of these occasions was on December 4, 1945: 

As I mentioned in my speech last Friday, on that day the FBI transmitted 
to Brig. Gen. Harry H. Vaughan, military aide to the President, for the attention 
of the President a general report on the subject of Soviet espionage activity in 
the United States, which report was dated November 27; 1945 and contained 
among other things a summary of the espionage activities of Harry Dexter 
White as of that date. Because of the general nature of this report, copies 
were sent by the FBI to other top administration officials, and the records 
show that copies were sent by the FBI on December 4, 1945, to— 
listing other people who were associated with this particular witness, 
but since he is on the stand now, I would like to terminate the read- 
ing of this at this particular time. 

The Cuairman. All right. If there are no further questions, you 
will stand aside and be excused. 

General VaucHan. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as former Secretary of State 
Byrnes, now Governor Byrnes, was mentioned in this particular 
memorandum, the committee was anxious to determine from Mr. 
Byrnes his recollection of this particular episode. On Monday even- 
ing I phoned Governor Byrnes through his administrative assistant, 
Mr. McCullough, in South Carolina, and told him the facts relating 
to this particular memorandum, and asked him if he would be re- 
sponsive to inquiries by this particular subcommittee on this particu- 
lar set of facts. 

After discussion of all the possibilities through which this informa- 
tion could be imparted, namely, the possibility of his being subpenaed, 
his appearing voluntarily as a witness, or submitting statements, it 
was agreed that he would respond if questions were submitted by this 
subcommittee to him. 

(A statement of Governor Byrnes, issued to the press on November 
9, 1953, was sent to the subcommittee by Governor Byrnes and was 
ordered to appear in the record at this point. It follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Gov. JAMES F. Byrnes, NovEMBER 9, 1953 


I do not recall the date but on the afternoon of the day preceding the con- 
firmation by the United States Senate of the nomination of Harry Dexter White 
as Executive Director of the International Monetary Fund a representative of 
Mr. Edgar Hoover delivered to my secretary a copy of a report about Mr. White 
and his affiliation with Communists, which report I was advised had been sent 
to the White House. This was the only report about White that was called to 
my attention. I was out of the country the greater part of December 1945. 

The following day, after I had read the report, I requested an engagement with 
the President. That afternoon I was invited to come to the White House. 
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I told President Truman I had received a copy of the report sent to him by 
Mr. Hoover, that I was shocked by its contents, and I asked what he intended 
to do about it. The President stated he had read the report and that he also 
was surprised. 

When I asked the status of the nomination of Mr. White, he said it was still 
pending in the Senate. I told him, in view of the charges contained in Hoover's 
report, I thought he should immediately ask the Senate to withhold action and 
then withdraw the nomination. 

The President had a member of his staff telephone to Mr. Leslie Biffle, the 
Secretary of the Senate. The President asked Mr. Biffle the status of the nomi- 
pation, but did not give Biffle any reason for his inquiry. Mr. Biffle stated that 
the nomination had been favorably acted upon that afternoon. 

The President apparently was as disappointed as I was by the statement of 
Mr. Biffle. In further discussing the matter, I suggested to the President he 
might ask someone in the Senate about moving to reconsider the vote by which 
the nomination was approved. He did not think well of that suggestion. I 
then suggested to him that the only other thing he could do would be to refuse 
to issue a commission to White. He said he had been advised on a previous 
occasion that once the Senate had acted he could be required to sign a com- 
mission. I told him if he should send for White and tell him about Hoover's 
report, White would never resort to the courts. 

I got the impression that the President was disposed to follow that course. 
However, he said he wanted to think it over. 

During our conversation the President had told me he appointed White upon 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Vinson. Later that 
afternoon Mr. Vinson came to my office. He said the President had told him 
of what had occurred and of my recommendation. Mr. Vinson was quite worried 
about it. However, I got the impression that he agreed with my suggestion that 
the President refuse to commission White. He said he was going to talk with 
the President again about it. 

I heard no more from either of them about the matter, but later I noticed 
in the press that White was commissioned by the President and became Execu- 
tive Director of the International Monetary Fund. 

JAMES F.. ByYRNEs. 

Mr. Morris. We have directed two questions to Governor Byrnes, 
and his answer came around noon today. I would like both of them 
to be in the record. 

The Cuarrman. Would you first read the questions sent to Governor 
Byrnes of South Carolina. Around noon today I received a telegram 
in my Office in reply to those questions. For the record will you read 
the questions which were sent to him ? 

Mr. Morris. Question No. 1: 


Have you any recollection as to the identity of the White House official who 
handled for President Truman in your presence the telephone call to Leslie 
Biffle, secretary of the Senate, in reference to the nomination of Harry D. White? 
Will you recount the conversation in as much detail as you recall? 


The second question is: 


After you learned that White had been confirmed, did you do anything further 
about the matter? If so, whether you wrote or spoke about it or left memoranda 
or gave instructions. Please give details as fully as possible, 


The CrarMan. Here is the telegram that I received around noon 
today from Governor Byrnes: 


Replying to the first question in your telegram, I cannot state the identity of 
the person who handled, for President Truman, his call to Mr. Biffle. It is my 
recollection that the President’s desk phone was connected with all the offices at 
the White House, but whether the person to whom he spoke was the White House 
telephone operator or some other member of his statf, I do not know. There 
was no reason why he should tell me and no reason why I should pay any atten- 
tion to who was handling his call. 

Last Monday night I was advised by representatives of the press that Attorney 
General Brownell had mentioned me as one of the several members ot the Cabinet 
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who received a copy of the Hoover report about Mr. White. Only then, in answer 
to press inquiries, did I state my recollection of my conversation with the Presi- 
dent. That statement was published, a signed copy I will mail you today. 

In response to your request for further details of that conversation after more 
than 7 years I would not attempt to recall everything that was said. I do recall 
discussing some of the statements in the FBI report. The FBI does not sit as a 
court but reports all information. I said that while some of the statements 
would not be admissible in court against Mr. White, nevertheless the whole report 
aroused such serious suspicion that I thought he should try to stop the confirma- 
tion of the appointment. The President reached the same conclusion and I am 
satisfied that, had the nomination not been acted upon, he would have stopped 
confirmation. 

I do not have access to the files of the State Department. Yesterday afternoon 
the press announced that the State Department had found in its files a copy of 
the following memorandum: 

Frepruary 5, 1946. 

Memorandum for the President: 

The enclosed letter addressed to Mr. Frederick Lyon, of this Department, by 
Mr. J. Edgar Hoover and the enclosures referring to Harry Dexter White, I deem 
of such importance that I think you should read them, 

J. F. B. 


This memorandum shows I sent it to the President the afternoon of February 
5 before talking with the President about it on February 6. 

Your question No. 2 is answered in my statement of Monday night. 

Sincerely yours, 
James F’, BYRNEs. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, will you accept for the record the state- 
ment described in that telegram and make it a part of the record? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, the statement should ap- 
pear, it seems to me, just preceding the questions. 

The CrHarrman. It may go into the record at that point and will 
become a part of the record, and also the statement issued which is 
being sent to me by mail will become a part of the record. 

(The statement referred to appears on p. 1085.) 

Senator Henprickxson. I was referring to Governor Byrnes’ public 
statement. 

The Cuarrman. He is mailing that to me. We want his official 
copy, rather than taking it from the press. It will go into the record 
and become a part of the record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, there are a few other details, a few 
other documents I would like to offer for the record at this time. 
They relate to the general work of the subcommittee in pursuing the 
line of inquiry indicated by the hearings today. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. We have in the course of our investigations, particu- 
larly in our handling of the security memorandum of November 1945, 
noticed that Igor Gouzenko, associate code clerk, was particularly 
knowledgeable with respect to the rather extensive espionage activi- 
ties being conducted in the United States. 

I have a statement made by then Prime Minister Mackenzie King, 
which indicated that Igor Gouzenko did have information that re- 
lated to espionage carried out within the United States. Certain 
espionage activity was of interest to the United States. I would like 
to offer that for the record. 

The Cyaan. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record. 
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(The document, which is an excerpt from the printed record of the 
proceedings of the Canadian Parliament on March 18, 1946, is as 
follows :) 


Mr. MAcKENzI£ Kinc. Mr. Speaker, on Friday afternoon last I expressed the 
hope that honorable members of this House would read with care the interim 
reports which had been presented by the two justices of the Supreme Court of 
Canada who are acting as commissioners to conduct an investigation into the 
disclosure of secret information to unauthorized persons for communication to 
a foreign power. This afternoon my honorable friend, the leader of the op- 
position, asked me to take the House and the country into my confidence with 
reference to matters pertaining to this investigation. May I say at the outset 
that in this I am necessarily confronted with one serious handicap, one to which 
I have referred in a statement which I have given to the public, namely, that 
the whole matter is one which is sub judice at the present time. For that reason 
there is very much that I should like to impart to the House and to the country 
which unfortunately I will not be able to impart and which cannot be given 
to the House or the country until those who have been or may be committed for 
trial have had their trial and evidence has been taken in public upon which 
verdicts will be based. 

I have been asking myself at what point one would necessarily have to draw 
the line with respect to what is not permissible because of matters being sub 
judice and, up to what point matters might be discussed quite frankly. I am 
right, I believe, in assuming that anything that took place of which I had 
knowledge up to the time of the appointment of the commission and which 
influenced the Government in its action with respect to the course it took in 
appointing the commission and in acting on the advice of the commission 
in certain particulars would be a matter that I should be quite free to discuss 
openly, being careful all the time not to say anything, if that is possible, that 
would in any way prejudice the trials that may take place. 

I do not think I can do better in speaking to the question itself and giving 
to the House at once some idea of its vast significance and importance than to 
quote from the first interim report of the royal commission. I am not disclosing 
anything that should not be disclosed because of sub judice reasons if I quote 
from a published report which is in the hands of all honorable members of 
Parliament. Therefore, I would bring immediately to the attention of the House 
the gravity of this question and its far-reaching significance and importance by 
reading what the commissioners have said with respect to the inquiry they are 
holding, what they have found thus far, and what they have felt should be 
given as soon as possible to the public. On page 11 in the document which was 
tabled on Friday last relating to the proceedings of the royal commission will 
be found the following paragraph: 

“The evidence establishes that a network of undercover agents has been 
organized and developed for the purpose of obtaining secret and confidential 
information particularly from employees of departments and agencies of the 
dominion government and from an employee of the office of the High Commissioner 
for the United Kingdom in Canada. The evidence reveals that these operations 
were carried on by certain members of the staff of the Soviet Embassy at Ottawa 
under direct instructions from Moscow. The person directly in charge of these 
operations was Colonel Zabotin, military attaché of the Embassy, who had as 
his active assistants in this work, Lieutenant Colonel Motinov, chief assistant 
military attaché, Lientenant Colonel Rogov, assistant military attaché, air, Major 
Sokolov, of the staff of the commercial counselor of the Embassy, Lieutenant 
Angelov, one of the secretaries of the military attaché as well as other members 
of the staff of the military attaché, all of whom, as well as the agents whom 
they employed in the pursuance of their activities, were, in the interests of 
secrecy, known by undercover names.” 

In the next paragraph will be found the following: 

“We have had before us a former employee of the Russion Embassy at Ottawa, 
Igor Gouzenko, the cipher clerk of the military attaché, who has described this 
organization and its functioning, and who has produced original documents, 
the authtenticity of which we accept.” 

I need scarcely say that these paragraphs describe as serious a situation as 
has existed in Canada at any time. If the House has had to wait some little 
time for the information which I intend to give it this evening, it is because 
the Government have been only too conscious of how serious this situation is and 
how far-reaching its repercussions may be. 
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Perhaps I cannot better take the House into my confidence than to begin with 
an aceount of how I personally become informed of this situation and how the 
Government became aware of it. Honorable members perhaps recall that when 
the first session of this House opened on the 6th of September last we met in 
the morning to choose a Speaker and the proceedings were to begin at 11 o’clock. 
Honorable members may have noticed that at that time the House was kept 
waiting, for a few minutes at least, before I found it possible to come in. What 
had happened was this—I was informed that morning by the Under Secretary 
of State for External Affairs that a young man from the Russian Embassy had 
been to the office of the Minister of Justice (Mr. St. Laurent) asking to see the 
Minister of Justice. He said that he had most important information to impart 
to the Government, that it disclosed a situation which threatened very seriously 
conditions in Canada, that it was an extremely serious situation and that he 
wished to warn the Canadian people with respect to it. He said that he had in 
his possession documents which would make wholly clear what he was saying 
and he wished these documents to be in the possession of the Government. He 
said that he had taken these documents from the vaults of the Russian Embassy 
and also from among papers which he had collected over a short time with a 
view of making the disclosure which he now wanted to make. 

I was asked what should be done in these circumstances. I replied that I 
thought this was a case where we could not be too careful or too cautious; 
that this man represented that he had come from the Russian Embassy; that 
we could not say whether the documents he had in his possession were fabrica- 
tions or not; that we did not know what his own state of mind might be, or 
how responsible he was; that we knew nothing of the circumstances which had 
caused him to leave the Embassy and come to the Government and that I thought 
he should be told to go back to the Embassy with the papers he had in his 
possession. 

He had been anxious to see the Minister of Justice. He had not seen the 
Minister of Justice. He told his story to the secretary of the Minister of Justice, 
who gave a full account to the Under Secretary of State for External Affairs, 
and he gave me the particulars which I have just mentioned. 

What I felt most important was to see that nothing should be done which 
would cause the Russian Embassy to believe that Canada had the least suspicion 
of anything which was taking place there, or which could be regarded by them 
as unexpected in the circumstances. 

This advice was given to the man who came, whose name has been given in 
the commission report—Igor Gouzenko. He was a cipher clerk in the Russian 
Embassy. He had been in the embassy in Ottawa here for some 2 years, asso- 
ciated with the military attaché. Prior to those 2 years he had been for 
a couple of years in the secret service in the U. 8. 8S. R. He had been trained 
particularly in ciphering and deciphering messages. That, he claimed, was 
how he had got possession of the documents to which I have referred. 

Perhaps at this point I should indicate what I subsequently learned about 
Gouzenko’s movements. Apparently he left the Embassy around 6:30 in the 
evening of the day prior to the one at which he went to call at the office of the 
Minister of Justice. He left with the papers in his possession and went from 
the Embassy to one of the newspaper offices in this city. It was to the Journal 
that he went and told his story to one of the persons whom he found in the 
office. He wanted to see the editor. The editor was not present; but, I am 
told, he gave a fairly full account of what he believed the people of Canada 
should know, what he wished to impart, and seemed very anxious that full 
publicity should be given to the statement which he was making. He claimed 
that his purpose was to let the Canadian people know of a situation about which 
he felt they should know. I understand that though his story seemed fantastic 
he was told—as he had documents with him—that he should go and see the 
mounted police, that if he had information of this kind they were the persons 
he should see. 

He went back to his house that night. Next morning he came to the office of 
the Minister of Justice. Not seeing the Minister of Justice he then left for other 
parts. He had his wife and little child with him. During the course of the day— 
I need not relate all his movements—he visited the office of the Crown prosecutor 
in the city and spoke there about his situation, again wishing to give publicity 
to the information that he had. During the afternoon he left his little child with 
a neighbor to be cared for, while he and his wife sought to meet others and dis- 
cuss the situation with them. Then, at night, he went to his home, and when he 
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was there he asked immediate neighbors, a gentleman and his wife, if they 
would be kind enough to look after his little child; that he was very fearful that 
something might happen to him that night, that he felt that by this time it would 
have been discovered that he had left the Embassy and had taken with him certain 
papers which were of significance, and that he might expect to be killed in the 
course of the evening unless he got protection. The persons in whom he con- 
fided his situation took him into their apartment along with the little child and 
had them all stay in one of the rooms. Meantime the gentleman whose apart- 
ment it was, seeing the fear and the dread which he had, went to the city police 
and told them of the situation and asked that protection should be given to him. 
Arrangements were made with the police to be in the near vicinity lest there 
should be any incidents. 

About midnight there was an incident. His apartment was entered by four 
persons—lI believe he maintains that it was broken into. At any rate, the four 
persons who entered the apartment were from the Russian Embassy or connected 
with it. The city police wanted to know from them just why they were there. 
They claimed immunity, being members of the Embassy. No arrests were made. 
They were allowed to return to the Embassy. In the meantime, Gouzenko had 
been safe, secreted as he was in the other apartment. Later in the evening an- 
ether visit was made to his apartment, but nothing came of it and Gouzenko asked 
the city police if they could put him in contact with the Royal Canadian Mounted 
Police. He said that he had information which he thought was of importance to 
Canada and, indeed, to his own country if it could be disclosed, and that he would 
like to give this information to the Government through the police. 

He was promised that he would be taken to the Mounted Police where he could 
tell his story. Later in the morning he was taken to the Mounted Police, and 
he gave a full statement, producing the documents that he had in his possession, 
and asked for protection for his life and the lives of his wife and little child. 
They were given protection by the police. 

The documents were then very carefully studied together with other informa- 
tion he gave. 

Let me repeat, from the outset I felt that the situation with which we were con- 
fronted was one that could not be viewed too circumspectly. I felt we must make 
sure what type of person Gouzenko was, and what the motive was that prompted 
his action. I have come to the conclusion, from the statement which he gave to 
the police, that his motives were just as he himself described them, a desire to 
expose a condition which he thought was intolerable and which was likely to 
work injury to our country and to his own country as well. To the police he 
made a very careful statement in which he said that he had been in Canada for 
a couple of years, had been immensely surprised when he came here to see the 
freedom of the people, the way in which democratic institutions worked in this 
country. He said that he had been very greatly impressed with the way in 
which general elections were conducted, the different political parties speaking 
freely in the open, having candidates who opposed one another and the like. 
It impressed him deeply in contrast with what he had seen in his own country. 
He said he felt that, having witnessed for 2 years what this country was doing to 
assist its ally with munitions, money, and food, and in every other way, and at 
the same time affording to himself and to others every facility that could be 
extended in the way of freedom, he could not stand it very much longer, and 
he had made up his mind that, regardless of what the consequences might be, 
even if it were life itself, he owed it to the people of this country and to his own 
people to reveal the condition of affairs as he had come to know it at first hand. 
And having made up his mind in this way, he then began to gather some of the 
documents which he felt would be absolutely convincing in themselves if made 
public. 

I wish the house to note that his actions corresponded with that profession. 
He did not come to the government in the first instance. He went to a news- 
paper office, and he paid a second visit to a newspaper office with a view to having 
the documents published and having his story made public. He later came 
to the police to give them the full story, and the documents which were in his 
possession, 

One may take what view one wishes of Gouzenko. I have stated my impres- 
sions as gathered from what evidence has come before me. But what I attach 
importance to in speaking to the House tonight is not the individual and what 
he said but the documents which were produced. Some of these documents are 
in the handwriting of some of the persons who have been examined by the 
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Commission, while some are in the nature of transcriptions; many of them are 
cipher messages that have been sent back and forth; some are messages that 
have come from Britain to Canada and passed on from Canada to the U. 8.8. R., 
and there is much that relates to plans and records that have to do with the 
manufacture of munitions, explosives, and the like. 

It is upon the documents which are in possession of the Government now, and 
which will be made public as the trials proceed, that such subsequent action as 
was taken by myself and my colleagues was based. We have not acted upon 
hearsay. We have taken the reports which have been made to us by the police, 
and which are verified and authenticated by the documents themselves. 

These documents disclose among other things that Canada was being made a 
base to secure information on matters of very great and grave concern to the 
United States and also to Great Britain; that information was being sought 
through agents here with respect to many matters that were of the utmost con- 
cern to Canada, the United States and the United Kingdom. 

I speak of myself personally because I must take the main responsibility. In 
fact, I am prepared to take the whole responsibility if necessary for the steps 
that have been taken, though the Minister of Justice and myself were together 
in considering and dealing with the questions that had to be considered. There 
come times, however, in a government when, sooner or later, the decision as to 
what course is to be taken has to be made by the head of the administration. 

I realized at the outset that this was no small matter, not a domestic matter 
only, by any means. We could not ignore the evidence that there were in our 
public service a number of trusted employees who were giving information to 
agents of a foreign power to be of assistance to the foreign power and that it was 
clearly necessary that there should be an investigation. It was inevitable that 
an investigation would have repercussions, having regard to what might be re- 
vealed, in many parts of the world, and for that reason one had to consider other 
nations as Well as one’s own before taking a step that might come to be considered 
premature. 

I should perhaps have mentioned this as a central feature of the Gouzenko 
statement. He claimed that what was being created in Canada was a fifth col- 
umn ; that it was being created through Russian agents in contact with the mem- 
bers of the public service and others in this country and that it had extended 
very far; that the infiltration of this effort had gone in very wide directions and 
for that reason there was the necessity for the completest investigation. I felt 
it was my duty, regardless of what might come, immediately to inform both the 
United States and the United Kingdom of what had been disclosed here and to 
let those two countries know of the Government's intention to have the matter 
investigated. 

My honorable friend, the leader of the opposition, asked me to inform the 
House tonight whether, when I visited the United States and the United King- 
dom, I informed the authorities there of what I have told the House this evening. 
I did. I felt my first duty was to visit our immediate neighbor, the United 
States, to see the President and let him know that there were certain matters 
being revealed to us here which caused me to feel that Canada might be being 
used as a base for the discovery and the imparting of information that was of 
concern to the United States, and I was most anxious to have the President know 
that we intended to have the whole matter fully investigated. 

Before I say anything further I think I ought to let the House know what 
was the kind of information that was in my possession at the time that I decided 
to visit the United States and Great Britain, and here again, so that I shall 
not be imparting any information that might bear on what is sub judice, I shall, 
I think, be safe if I take the statement which appears in the first interim report 
of the royal commission and quote what is set forth there. I should like to 
make it clear that it was during pretty much all of the month of September that 
the investigation was being made by the police. I was being informed of what 
was being brought to light, and pretty much the whole case as it has since been 
developed had at that time been worked out at least in outline by the Royal 
Canadian Mounted Police. The matters of which I had knowledge in this indirect 
way are pretty much the same as are set forth by the Commission from the 
documents before them. I quote from the first interim report of the Royal 
Commission ; 

“As shown by these documents, the specified tasks committed to Colonel 
Zabotin were the following: 

“(1) As described in telegrams from ‘The Director’ at Moscow addressed to 
Colonel Zabotin under his cover name of ‘Grant,’ in August 1945. 
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“(a) The technological processes and methods employed by Canadians and 
the English for the production of explosives and chemical materials. 

“(b) Instructions as to which of the members of the staff of the military 
attaché should contact particular Canadian agents and the suggestion of names 
of persons in the Department of National Defense for Naval Affairs who might 
act as agents. 

“(¢) Information as to the transfer of the American troops from Europe to 
the United States and the Pacific also the army headquarters of the 9th army, 
the 3rd, 5th, 7th, 13 army corps, the 18th armoured division, the 2nd, 4th, 8th, 
28th, 30th, 44th, 45th, 104th infantry divisions and the 13th tank division, to- 
gether with the dates of their moves, the location of the army headquarters of 
the Sth and 16th armoured corps, the 29th and 89th infantry divisions, the 10th 
tank division and the location of the Brazilian infantry division. Whether or 
not there had been organized a staff for the American troops in Germany and, 
if so, its location and the name of the officer-in-command. 

“The location of the 1st parachute troops and the plans for their future use. 

“(d) Instructions to take measures to obtain particulars as to the materials 
of which the atomic bomb is composed, its technological process and drawings. 

“(2) As described in writings under the hands of Zabotin, Motinov and Rogov, 
during the period March to August 1945. 

“(a) To obtain from the national research council models of developed radar 
sets, photographs, technical data, periodic reports, characterizing the radar work 
carried on by the council and future developments planned by the council. 

“(b) Particulars of the explosives establishment at Valcartier and its work, 
including the obtaining of formulas of explosives and samples. 

“(c) A full report on the organization and personnel of the national research 
council ‘Give more details of organization of research council. Manipulate so 
as to get to their leaders and find out what they do.’ 

“(d) Particular work of specified employees of the research council. 

“(e) The obtaining of documents from the library of the national research 
council so that they might be photographed, with the expressed intention of 
ultimately obtaining the whole of the library of the national research council. 

“(f) Particulars as to the plant at Chalk river, Ontario, and the processing 
of uranium. 

“(g) The obtaining of a sample of uranium 235, with details as to the plant 
where it is produced. 

“(h) Specifications of the electro-projector of the ‘V’ bomb. 

“(7) Research work being carried on with relation to explosive materials and 
artillery. 

“(j) The obtaining of material on the American aeroplane radar locator type, 
navigation periscope. 

“(k) A list of the army divisions of the Canadian Army which have returned 
from overseas and the names, or numbers, of the divisions which have been 
divided, or reshaped, or undergoing reshaping. 

“(1) The number of troops in the Canadian Army in the postwar period, to- 
gether with the system of its organization. 

“(m) Information from the Department of Munitions and Supply of various 
kinds relating to guns, shells, small arms, ammunition for small arms, arsenals, 
optical and radio appliances, automobiles and tanks, apparatus for chemical 
warfare, and particulars of plants producing same. 

“(n) Information as to electronic shells used by the American Navy. 

“(o) To endeavor to keep agents in government departments threatened with 
discharge as a result of shrinkage in size of the departments, in order to main- 
tain their usefulness for the future. 

“(p) Information with regard to depth bombs and double charge shells for 
cannon, 

“(q) Information as to telegrams passing into and out of the Department of 
External Affairs and the Office of the High Commissioner for the United Kingdom. 

“It must not be assumed that the above list is exhaustive, but it illustrates 
the nature of the objectives of these operations.” 

The commissioners then make the following statement: 

“It has been stated to us by commission counsel that the method of presenta- 
tion of the evidence before us is with the object of ultimately establishing the 
identity of the greatest number of those persons who have acted as agents, but 
the question of the relative importance of the above subject matters has not been 
dealt with to an extent where we are yet able to pronounce upon it. To proceed 
in any other manner might have been prejudicial to the ultimate attainment of 
the purposes of the investigation.” 
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I read that now because of another question which the leader of the opposi- 
tion asked me this afternoon to answer, namely, how far this espionage system 
extended. 

I should like my honorable friend to notice that commission counsel have at- 
tached particular importance to ultimately establishing the identity of the 
greatest number of those persons who have acted as agents. I shall return to that 
a little later, as one of the reasons why the commission have thought it desirable 
that certain persons should be kept incommunicado pending their interrogation 
and the taking of their evidence. It has been with a view to finding out in 
the most effective manner possible how far-reaching this particular inidltration 
has been. 

I could not very well leave Canada until the end of the debate on the address. 
It was the first session of the new Parliament; there had been no division; I 
had to make perfectly sure that the government was going to remain in Office, 
so that I felt it advisable to wait until after the first division. However, before 
leaving I did call into my office the leader of the opposition (Mr. Bracken), the 
leader of the CCF party (Mr. Coldwell) and the leader of the Social Credit party 
(Mr. Low) and told them individually one of the reasons why I was leaving at 
that time. The house will remember that Mr. Attlee had communicated with 
me somewhat earlier, asking me to come over for purposes of consultation. I 
had been obliged to reply that I could not leave at least until the session was 
under way; but this matter coming up in the first month of the session made it 
important that I should not delay my departure longer. 

There was one other reason why I went at that particular time. Part of the 
information secured by the police was to the effect that a scientist who was quite 
high in his profession and very much trusted by the British Government; who 
was a citizen of Britain but was engaged in research work in Canada; who had 
perhaps as much knowledge as anyone of matters pertaining to the release of 
atomie energy and researches in that connection, was about to leave Canada; 
that he had taken passage on a plane and would be arriving at a certain time 
in London, where he would make contact with the agent of a foreign power. 
Information of this kind cannot be easily trusted to telegraphic communication. 
I thought I should give to the British Government as full information as I could 
with regard to what we had ascertained. 

I left for Washington about the end of September. I called upon the Presi- 
dent at the White House and had a short talk with him before leaving for New 
York to catch the ship on which I was crossing to Britain. I arrived in London 
on a Sunday evening and immediately, on Mr. Attlee’s invitation, spent the eve- 
ning with him at Chequers, where I told him of what had been discovered here. 
Later I had talks with Mr. Bevin, the foreign secretary, to whom I gave such in- 
formation as I thought the British Government might wish to have. As hon- 
orable members know, I returned later to Washington, in company with Mr. 
Attlee, where a conference took place with the President in respect of atomic 
energy, in connection with which a report has already been made. I then came 
back to Ottawa accompanied by Mr. Attlee and, after Mr. Attlee returned to Eng- 
land, took up anew the question into which I had been looking so anxiously 
before I went away. 

One question that undoubtedly presents itself to the minds of honorable mem- 
bers is why there should have been such a long delay in disclosing this condi- 
tion of affairs. Why was the Commission not appointed at an earlier date? 
Well, I think I have indicated enough to show that it would have been a very 
great and grave mistake to have taken any premature step in regard to the time 
at which the investigation should take place. The last thing this country would 
have wished to be responsible for was that in any way it had affected the rela- 
tions between any of the United Nations in a way that might prove prejudicial 
to all. Honorable members will recall that there was a meeting in London of 
the council of foreign ministers at which the British, American and U. S. S. R. 
foreign ministers were present. That particular meeting did not get very far. 
After it was over, there were recriminations of one kind and another. I think 
it would have been most unfortunate had these disclosures taken place while that 
meeting was being held. There were other meetings which would be held 
in the near future to consider. It was a question not only of what was the 
wisest step to take, but also of the best time at which to take it. 


Mr. Morris. Will you notice, Mr. Chairman, in the part of the ex- 
cerpt on Alger Hiss, the 1945 security memorandum there on the in- 
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formation supplied to the security officers in the United States about 
Alger Hiss’ relation? Alger Hiss was then secretary to the then Secre- 
tary of State Stettinius—about his involvement in Soviet espionage. 

(The excerpt referred to above appears in the previous record at 
page 71 and is as follows:) 


Igor Gouzenko, former code clerk in the office of Col. Nikolai Zabotin, Soviet 
Military Attaché, Ottawa, Canada, when interviewed by a representative of this 
Bureau and officers of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, stated that he had 
been informed by Lieutenant Kulakovy in the office of the Soviet Military Attaché 
that the Soviets had an agent in the United States in May 1945, who was an 
assistant to the then Secretary of State, Edward R. Stettinius. 

In further reference to that particular line of inquiry, I would like 
to offer the following documents for the record. 

We have received from the United States Department of State, from 
Frances G. Knight, Assistant Deputy Administrator, a letter dated 
November 5, 1953, addressed to me as chief counsel of the subcommit- 
tee. It reads: 


In accordance with our telephone conversation, I am enclosing herewith for 
your files and records, a true copy of our communication with the Canadian 
Government and their reply in connection with your requested interview with 
Mr. Igor Gouzenko. 

I am also enclosing photostats of the newspaper articles reporting Gouzenko’s 
willingness to talk to congressional committee representatives, and today’s AP 
dispatch on the turndown which preceded an official communication to the 
Department. 


This communication from the Department to the Canadian Gov- 
ernment, referred to above, was transmitted on October 29, 1953: 


The Secretary of State presents his compliments to His Excellency the Ambas- 
sador of Canada and has the honor to advise that the Department of State has 
been informed by Mr. Robert Morris, counsel for the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee, of his desire to interview Mr. Igor Gouzenko in Canada. Mr. 
Morris has further inquired of the Department of State how such an interview 
could be arranged. He has been informed that his request would be submitted 
to the Government of Canada through its Embassy in Washington. 

Mr. Morris desires the Department to mention that he has noted the publicly 
expressed desire of Mr. Gouzenko to talk to the Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee and that the chairman of this committee, Senator William E. Jenner, 
considers this offer to be valuable. 

It would be appreciated if the Department of State might be informed concern- 
ing the reply the Canadian Government desired to be made to Mr. Morris on this 
matter. 


The Canadian reply took this form: 


The Ambassador of Canada presents his compliments to the Secretary of State 
and, in reply to his note of October 29 transmitting a request from Mr. Robert 
Morris, counsel for the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee to interview Mr. 
Igor Gouzenko in Canada, has the honor to state as follows: 

“1, Apparently Mr. Morris’ wish to interview Mr. Gouzenko arises from the 
fact as stated in your note of October 29 that he has ‘noted the publicly expressed 
desire of Mr. Gouzenko to talk to the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee.’ 
This presumably refers to a statement attributed to Mr. Gouzenko in an article 
in the Chicago Tribune that he had some further information. 

“2. Before this request had been received from Mr. Morris, Mr. Gouzenko had 
already been questioned concerning his alleged statement since, if there had been 
any additional information, it should have been given to the Canadian authori- 
ties. Mr. Gouzenko, however, denies that he has any further information beyond 
what was reported in the Royal Commission’s report. 

“3. Mr. Gouzenko states that he has been misquoted by the Chicago Tribune 
and denies both the alleged remarks concerning additional information and the 
alleged criticism of the handling of the case or the use of the information derived 
from it. 
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“4, All information connected with this case which could be of value to the 
United States Government was promptly transmitted without delay as soon as 
it was available. 

“5. Under these circumstances, it is presumed that the reasons for Mr. Morris’ 
request to interview Mr. Gouzenko have disappeared.” 

THE CANADIAN EMBASSY. 

Washington, D. C., November 5, 195% 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that we have introduced 
into our record information supplied to this Government that did not 
appear in the Royal Commission’s report. 

I would like to submit for the consideration of the subcommittee 
that the subcommittee may want to take some kind of further action 
in connection with the state of facts presented. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, Mr. Morris, is it not correct that 
our committee already has evidence that is not contained in the 
Canadian report ? 

Mr. Morris. 'That is right. With particularity, I might men- 
tion 

The Cuarrman. And yet the Canadian Government says that re- 
port has all the information in it? 

Mr. Morris. There would seem to be a conflict. 

The CuarrMan. We will take that up with the committee. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Mandel has here quite a few docu- 
ments taken from the files of Harry Dexter White. They all should 
be of great interest to this subcommittee in connection with this par- 
ticular he: aring. Rather than take up the time of the subcommittee 
in submitting these things each individually, I would like to have 
them inserted into the record at this time. Many of them you will 
note, however, Mr. Chairman, have been inserted in the rec ord on July 
8, 1953. They are here in galley form. In other words, they were 
put into the record, but because of the delay in printing these records, 
the Government Printing Office has as yet not published these. May I 
suggest that they be put “into the record at this time, instead of at the 
place, or possibly, if you wish, in addition to the place, where they 
originally were intended, back on July 8. 

The Cuamman. They “certainly have a proper place in this record. 
So they may go into the record and become a part of the record. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 





UNItTep StTatTes ClivIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
SERvVIcE ReEcorD DIVISION, 
Washington 25, D. C., July 1, 19538. 


STATEMENT OF FEDERAL SERVICE 


Notice to individuals—This record should be preserved—Additional copies 
of service histories cannot be furnished due to limited personnel in the Com- 
mission. This record may be presented to appointing officers for their inspection. 
Name: White, Harry D. 

Date of birth: October 29, 1892. 
Authority for original np Sr (Examination from which appointed or 


other authority—Executive Order, Law, or other exemption): 49 Statute 200, 
Act of June 16, 1933. 
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Eflective date Nature of action Position, grade, salary, ete. 

June 20,1934 | Excepted appointment Economic Analyst, $5,700 per annum, Treasury, 

Oct 4,1934 | Resigr n without prejudice Office of Secretary, Washington, D. C, 

Oct 5, 1934 | Excepted appointment (Tariff Act of | Special Expert, Chief Economic Analyst, P-6, 

1930, Sec. 331). | $5,600 per annum, U. 8. Tariff Commission, 
Washington, D. C, 
Oct. 31,1934 | Resignation without prejudice. | 
ov. 1,1934 | Execepted appointment (E. O. 6756, | Principal Economic Analyst, $5,600 per annum, 
6-28-34) | l'reasury, Division of Research and Statistics, 
Washington, D. C 

Apr. 1,1936 | Promotion -----------| Assistant Director, $6,500 per annum, 

July 1, 1937 Promotion lites | Assistant Director, 500 per annum. 

Mar. 25, 1938 | Promotion --- Jenks “ babwde Director, Monetary Research, P-7, $8,000 per 

annum, 

Jan 1,1939 | Promotion aed $8,500 per annum, 

Mar. 1,1940 | Promotion $9,000 per annum, 

Aug. 5,1941 | Additional designation (Sec. 513 of Rev, | Assistant to the Secretary (Dir, of Monetary 
| Act of 1934). Research). No co.npensation. 

Jan. 1,1942 | Classification (Ramspeck Act and | Assistant to the Secretary and Director of Mone- 
| E. O. 8743. Rated eligible on Form tary Research P-8, $9,000 per annum, Treasury, 
| 375). Division of Monetary Research, Washington, 
D.C, 

Jan. 23,1945 | Resignation (To accept a presidential | 
} appointment as Assistant Secretary). 

Jan. 24,1945 | Presidential appointment (Title 31, | Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, $9,000 per 

Para. 143, U. 8. Code) | annum, Treasury, Office of the Secretary, 
| Washington, D. C. 
Apr. 30,1946 | Resignation (In order to take up new 





duties as U. 8. Executive Director of | 
| the International Monetary Fund). 


A. M. DEEM, 
Chief, Audit Section. 


The above transcript of service history does not include all salary changes, 
intra-agency transfers within an organizational unit not involving changes from 
one official headquarters or duty station to another, and promotions or demo- 
tions, since Federal agencies are not required to report all such actions to the 
Commission, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
TELEGRAPH OFFICE, 
Appleton, Wis., June 9, 1934. 
Dr, JAcoB VINER, 
Office of the Secretary, Treasury Department: 
Will be very glad to come and work with you. 
H. D. WHITE. 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


INTER OFFICE COMMUNICATION 
Marcu 25, 1938. 
To: Mr. Harper. 
From; Mr. Thompson. 

Will you please have a letter prepared for the signature of the Secretary 
appointing Harry D. White as Director of Monetary Research at a base salary 
of $8,000 per annum, payable from the appropriation, Exchange Stabilization 
Fund, effective as of March 25, 1938. 

The position of Director of Monetary Research was established by Treasury 
Department Order No. 18, approved by the Secretary March 25, 1938. 
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JULY 1, 1935. 
Mr. Harry D. WHITE, 
Prin. Economic Analyst at $5,600 per annum, EBGSR, Division of Research 
é€ Statistics. 

Sir: By direction of the Secretary, your appointment for emergency work has 
been continued without change in designation or salary, effective July 1, 1935, for 
such period of time as your services may be required on such work and funds are 
available therefor, but not to extend beyond June 30, 1936. 

Respectfully, 
(Signed) J. E. Harper, 
Chief, Division of Appointments. 
Secy’s List, 6-29-35. 


JULY 1, 1937. 
Mr. Harry D. WuHirTe, 
Assistant Director at $6,500 per annum, EBGSR, Division of Research and 
Statistics. 

Srr: You are hereby transferred, promoted, and appointed, effective July 1, 
1937, an Assistant Director, P-7, in the Division of Research and Statistics, with 
compensation at the rate of seventy-five hundred dollars per annum, payable 
from the appropriation, “Exchange Stabilization Fund.” 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) H. MorcentHav, Jr., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 





Ocrosper 1, 1936. 
Mr. Harry D. WHITE, 
Principal Economic Analyst at $5,600 per annum, EBGSR, 
Division of Research and Statistics. 

Sir: You are hereby promoted and appointed for emergency work, effective 
October 1, 1936, an Assistant Director, EO 17, in the Division of Research and 
Statistics, with compensation at the rate of sixty-five hundred dollars per annum, 
payable from the appropriation, “Expenses, Emergency Banking, Gold Reserve, 
and Silver Purchase Acts, 1937,” for the duration of the work, but not to extend 
beyond June 30, 1937. 

By direction of the Secretary: 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) Wma. H. McReyNo tps, 
Administrative Assistant to the Secretary. 
Oath: 


82918°—54—pt. 16-3 
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OATH OF OFFICE 


Prescribed by Section 1757, Revised Statutes of the United Gtatea 


(CDeperonenst co bsteahiahwnerst) 


Nias e fat, poirced ow syed 
Meets Mey eae Melis ce) ce ae MG ‘support and defend the Constitution of the 
United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that IT will bear true faith and 
allegiance to the same; that I take thi obligation freely, withour amy mental reserva- 
tion ‘or purpose of evasion; and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of 


the office on which | am about to enter. So HELP met Gop. 


id 
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Position to which appointed 


Date of entrance on duty 


DECEMBER 28, 1 
Mr. Harry D. WHITE, 
Director of Monetary Research, Treasury Department. 

Sir: Your compensation as Director of Monetary Research is hereby increased 
from $8,000 to $8,500 per annum, payable from the Exchange Stabilization Fund, 
effective January 1, 1939. 

Very truly yours, 
Signed) H. MorcentTuay, Jr., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 








INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 1099 


Marcu 25, 1938. 
Mr. Harry D. WHITE, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sim; You are hereby appointed effective March 25, 1938, Director of Monetary 
Research in the office of the Secretary, with compensation at the rate of $8,000 
per annum, payable from the appropriation, “Exchange, Stabilization Fund.” 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) H. Morcentuan, Jr., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Oath: This is to be carried as a transfer; oath was not taken. 


Marcu 1, 1940. 
Mr. Harry D. WHITE, 
Director of Monetary Research, 
Treasury Department. 

Sm: Your compensation as Director of Monetary Research is hereby increased 
from $8,500 to $9,000 per annum, payable from the Exchange Stabilization Fund, 
effective as of this date. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) H. MorcenrHat, Jr., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Aveust 5, 1941. 





Mr. Harry D. WHITE, 
Director of Monetary Research, 
Treasury Department. 

Str: Under the provisions of section 513 of the Revenue Act of 1934 you are 
hereby appointed an Assistant to the Secretary with compensation at the 
rate of $9,000 per annum, payable from the appropriation “Exchange Stabiliza- 
tion Fund,” effective August 5, 1941. 

You will continue as Director of Monetary Research in charge of the Divi- 
sion of Monetary Research and in addition will perform such other duties as 
may be assigned to you from time to time. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) H. MorGEnrTHaAvu, Jr., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Aveust 14, 1941. 





Mr. Harry D. Wuire, 
Assistant to the Secretary, 
Treasury Department. 

Sir: By letter of August 6 to Hon. Heury C. [sic] Wallace, chairman of the Eco- 
nomic Defense Board, I informed him of my intention to designate you as my 
alternate on the Economic Defense Board, subject to his continuing approval, 
as provided in Executive Order No. 8839 of July 30, 1941, establishing the 
Board. 

Such approval having been given, I now hereby designate you to represent 
the Treasury Department as my alternate on the Board. A copy of Executive 
Order No. 8839, setting forth the purposes and functions of the Board is at- 
tached for your information. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) H. MorcentHat, Jr., 
Secretary of the Treasury. 





{From the Federal Register, Vol. 6, No. 149, August 1, 1941, pp. 3823-3824] 
The President 
EXECUTIVE ORDER 


ESTABLISHING THE ECONOMIC DEFENSE BOARD 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and statutes of the 
United States, by virtue of the existence of an unlimited national emergency, and 
for the purpose of developing and coordinating policies, plans, and programs 
designed to protect and strengthen the international economic relations of the 
United States in the interest of national defense, it is hereby ordered as follows: 
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1. The term “economic defense,” whenever used in this Order, means the con- 
duct, in the interest of national defense, of international economic activities in- 
cluding those relating to exports, imports, the acquisition and disposition of 
materials and commodities from foreign countries including preclusive buying, 
transactions in foreign exchange and foreign-owned or foreign-controlled property, 
international investments and extensions of credit, shipping and transportation 
of goods among countries, the international aspects of patents, international com- 
munications pertaining to commerce, and other foreign economic matters. 

2. There is hereby established an Economic Defense Board (hereinafter referred 
to as the “Board’’). The Board shall consist of the Vice President of the United 
States who shall serve as Chairman, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Secretary of War, the Attorney General, the Secretary of the Navy, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and the Secretary of Commerce. The Chairman 
may, with the approval of the President, appoint additional members to the Board. 
Each member of the Board, other than the Chairman, may designate an alternate 
from among the officials of his Department, subject to the continuing approval of 
the Chairman, and such alternate may act for such member in all matters relating 
to the Board. 

3. In furtherance of such policies and objectives as the President may from 
time to time determine, the Board shall perform the following functions and 
duties: 

a. Advise the President as to economic defense measures to be taken or func- 
tions to be performed which are essential to the effective defense of the Nation. 

b. Coordinate the policies and actions of the several departments and agencies 
carrying on activities relating to economic defense in order to assure unity and 
balance in the application of such measures. 

ec. Develop integrated economic defense plans and programs for coordinated 
action by the departments and agencies concerned and use all appropriate means 
to assure that such plans and programs are carried into effect by such depart- 
ments and agencies. 

d. Make investigations and advise the President on the relationship of economic 
defense (as defined in paragraph 1) measures to postwar economic reconstruc- 
tion and on the steps to be taken to protect the trade position of the United 
States and to expedite the establishment of sound, peacetime international 
economic relationships. 

e. Review proposed or existing legislation relating to or affecting economic 
defense and, with the approval of the President, recommend such additional legis- 
lation as may be necessary or desirable. 

4. The administration of the various activities relating to economic defense 
shall remain with the several departments and agencies now charged with such 
duties but such administration shall conform to the policies formulated or 
approved by the Board. 

5. In the study of problems and in the formulation of programs, it shall be the 
policy of the Board to collaborate with existing departments and agencies which 
perform functions and activities pertaining to economic defense and to utilize 
their services and facilities to the maximum. Such departments and agencies 
shall cooperate with the Board in clearing proposed policies and measures in- 
volving economic defense considerations and shall supply such information and 
data as the Board may require in performing its functions. The Board may 
arrange for the establishment of committees or groups of advisers, representing 
two or more departments and agencies as the case may require, to study and 
develop economic defense plans and programs in respect to particular commodi- 
ties or services, geographical areas, types of measures that might be exercised, 
and other related matters. 

6. To facilitate unity of action and the maximum use of existing services and 
facilities, each of the following departments and agencies, in addition to the de- 
partments and agencies represented on the Board, shall designate a responsible 
officer or officers, subject to the approval of the Chairman, to represent the depart- 
ment or agency in its continuing relationships with the Board: The Departments 
of the Post Office, the Interior, and Labor, the Federal Loan Agency, the United 
States Maritime Commission, the United States Tariff Commission, the Federal 


Trade Commission, the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, the National Resources Planning Board, the 
Defense Communications Board, the Office of Production Management, the Office 
of Price Administration and Civilian Supply, the Office for Coordination of Com- 
mercial and Cultural Relations Between the American Republics, the Permanent 
Joint Board on Defense, the Administrator of Export Control, the Division of 
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Defense Aid Reports, the Coordinator of Information, and such additional de- 
partments and agencies as the Chairman may from time to time determine. The 
Chairman shall provide for the systematic conduct of business with the foregoing 
departments and agencies 

7. The Chairman is authorized to make all necessary arrangements, with the 
advice and assistance of the Board, for discharging and performing the responsi- 
bilities and duties required to carry out the functions and authorities set forth in 
this Order, and to make final decisions when necessary to expedite the work of the 
Board. He is further authorized, within the limits of such funds as may be 
allocated to the Board by the President, to employ necessary personnel and make 
provision for the necessary supplies, facilities, and services. The Chairman 
may, with the approval of the President, appoint an executive officer. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, 
THe WHITE Howse, 
July 30, 1941. 


[ No. 8839] 
[F. R. Doe. 41-5597; Filed, July 31, 1941; 11: 20 a. m.] 


Avucust 6, 1941. 
Hon. Henry C. [sic] WALLACE, 
Chairman, Economic Defense Board, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: I propose, subject to your continuing approval, 
as provided in the Executive order establishing the Economic Defense Board, 
to designate Mr. Harry D. White, assistant to the Secretary, as my alternate on 
the Board. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) H. MorGentuav, Jr. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, September 30, 1941. 
Mr. HArry D. WHITE, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mk. WuiteE: It is a pleasure to inform you that the Government of 
Cuba has indicated to the Department its satisfaction with the naming of 
yourself and Messrs. Eddy and Spiegel, of the Treasury, and Messrs. Walter R. 
Gardner and George B. Vest, of the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, as a technical mission in compliance with its request for assistance 
in connection with monetary and banking questions. Your assignment to this 
mission is consequently effected in accordance with the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury of September 25, 1941. 

You will act as chief of the mission and direct the work of its other members. 

The Cuban Government has been informed that the mission will arrive in 
Habana during the first week in October. Upon your arrival there you should 
report to the Honorable George S. Messersmith, Ambassador of the United 
States to Cuba, who will introduce you to the appropriate Cuban officials. 
The mission will be responsible to Ambassador Messersmith, and you should 
obtain his approval of any informal recommendations involving questions of 
policy which the mission may propose to make to the Cuban officials. Formal 
recommendations should be prepared for transmittal to the Cuban Government 
through the Department of State. 

I wish you a pleasant journey and every success in the mission. 

Sincerely yours, 
SuMNER WELLS, 
Under Secretary 
(For the Secretary of State). 


OctroBper 12, 1942. 


The UNITED STATES CIvIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C. 
JENTLEMEN: Transmitted herewith is recommendation for the classification 
of Harry D. White, under the Ramspeck Act and section 1 of Executive Order No. 
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8743, as an assistant to the Secretary and Director of Monetary Research, P-8, 
at $9,000 per annum, in the Division of Monetary Research. 
Classification is to be effective January 1, 1942. 
Very truly yours, 
T. F. Wirson, 
Director of Personnel, 
By A. McLaneg, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 
Fesruary 25, 1943. 
To: Dr. Harry White. 
From: Secretary Morgenthau. 

Effective this date, I would like you to take supervision over and assume full ‘ 
responsibility for Treasury’s participation in all economic and financial matters 
(except matters pertaining to depository facilities, transfers of funds, and war 
expenditures) in connection with the operations of the Army and Navy and the 
civilian affairs in the foreign areas in which our Armed Forces are operating 
or are likely to operate. This will, of course, include general liaison with the 
State Department, Army and Navy, and other departments or agencies, and 
representatives of foreign governments on these matters. 

In the above connection, you will, of course, keep Under Secretary Bell advised 
with respect to all matters affecting gold, coins, coinage, currency, or rates of 
exchange. You will also consult with Mr. Paul or Mr. Luxford and Mr. Pehle 
in all matters which come within the jurisdiction of the Foreign Funds Control. 

O. K., H. M., Jr. [written notation]. 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
PERSONNEL RECOMMENDATION, PAGE 16604 


JANUARY 27, 1943. 
To Director of Personnel: 
Name: White, Harry D. 
From: Division of Monetary Research 
Nature of Recommendation: Classification under Ramspeck Act and E. O. 8743. 
Effective: January 1, 1942. 
Position: Asst. to the Secy. and Dir. of Monetary Research 
Grade: P-8 
Salary: $9,000 per annum 
Bureau or Div.: Div. of Monetary Research 
Headquarters: Washington, D. C. 
Post of Duty: Washington, D. C. 
Appropriation Allotment: Exchange Stabilization Fund . 
Field (_/) Deprtmtl. (X) 
Civil Service or other legal authority: C. 8. C. File No. 3-3, dated Jan. 23, 1943. 
Appropriation: ESFR. 
Date of birth: 10-29-1892. 
Legal residence: *Maryland. 
Sex: M. 
Subject to Retirement Act? Yes. 
Remarks: *Legal residence changed from Wisconsin to Maryland. 
DAvip WHITE, 
(Bureau or Division Head). 


JUNE 17, 1943. 
The honorable the SecrETARY OF STATE. 

My Dear Mr. Secretary: This is in reply to your letter of June 11, 1943, 
asking that I designate a representative from this Department to serve as a 
member of the Interdepartmental Committee for Economic Policy in Liberated 
Areas. 

I am designating Mr. Harry D. White to serve as Treasury representative on 
that committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) H. MorcentHav, Jr. 
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May 31, 1943. 
Hon. Ret F. Murray, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Murray: This is in reply to your letter of May 13, 1943, addressed 
to Mr. Theodore F. Wilson, Director of Personnel, in which you request a 
complete personnel record of Mr. Harry D. White, Assistant to the Secretary. 

Mr. White attended Stanford University and received the degrees of bachelor 
of arts and master of arts from that institution. He also received the degree of 
doctor of philosophy from Harvard University. 

Prior to entering the Federal service, Mr. White served 6 years as an instructor 
in economics at Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass., and 2 years as professor 
of economics at Lawrence College in Wisconsin. 

Mr. White was appointed an economic analyst in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, effective June 20, 1934. He resigned from this position on October 
4, 1934, and from that date until November 4, 1934, was employed by the Tariff 
Commission, On November 5, 1934, Mr. White was appointed principal economic 
analyst in the Division of Research and Statistics, Treasury Department. He 
was promoted to Assistant Director of Research and Statistics, effective October 6, 
1936, and held that position until March 25, 1938, when he became Director of 
Monetary Research. On August 30, 1941, Mr. White was given the additional 
title and duties of an Assistant to the Secretary. 

Mr. White’s present duties include responsibility for the work of the Division 
of Monetary Research, for the management and operation of the Stabilization 
Fund, and for all matters with which the Treasury Department has to deal 
having a bearing on foreign relations. He also serves as alternate for the 
Secretary and Treasury representative with various intergovernmental and inter- 
departmental boards and committees. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) W. N. THompson, 
Administrative Assistant to the Secretary. 





Hon. Frances P. Boron, JuLty 17, 1944. 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mrs. Bo_tton: With further reference to your letter of July 5, 1944, 
I am pleased to furnish information for the Foreign Affairs Committee con- 
cerning the qualifications of Mr. Harry D. White, Assistant to the Secretary and 
Director of the Division of Monetary Research. 

Mr. White attended Stanford University and received the degrees of bachelor 
of arts and master of arts from that institution. He also received the degree of 
doctor of philosophy from Harvard University. 

Prior to entering the Federal service, Mr. White served 6 yars as an instructor 
in economics at Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass., and 2 years as professor 
of Economics at Lawrence College in Wisconsin. 

Mr. White was appointed an economic analyst in the Office of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, effective June 20, 1934. He resigned from this position on 
October 4, 1934, and from that date until November 4, 1934, was employed by the 
Tariff Commission. On November 5, 1934, Mr. White was appointed principal 
economic analyst in the Division of Research and Statistics, Treasury Depart- 
ment. He was promoted to Assistant Director of Research and Statistics, effec- 
tive October 6, 1936, and held that position until March 25, 1938, when he becarae 
Director of Monetary Research. On August 30, 1941, Mr. White was given 
the additional title and duties of an Assistant to the Secretary. 

Mr. White’s present duties include responsibility for the work of the Division 
of Monetary Research, for the management and operation of the Stabilization 
Fund, and for all matters with which the Treasury Department has to deal 
having a bearing on foreign relations. He also serves as alternate for the 
Secretary and Treasury representative with various intergovernmental and 
interdepartmental boards and committees. 

[Written notation:] Mr. Bell cleared with the Sec’y, 7/16/44. 

Mr. White has represented the Treasury Department on the following bodies: 
The Interdepartmental Lend-Lease Committee 
The Canadian-American Joint Economic Committee 
The Executive Committee on Commercial Policy 
The Executive Committee and Board of Trustees of the Export-Import Bank 
The Interdepartmental Committee on Inter-American Affairs 
The National Resources Committee 
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The Price Administration Committee 

The Committee on Foreign Commerce Regulations 

The Interdepartmental Committee on Post-War Economie Problems 

The Committee on Trade Agreements 

The National Munitions Control Board 

The Acheson Committee on International Relief. 

The Board of Economic Warfare 

The Executive Committee on Economic Foreign Policy 

rhe Liberated Areas Committee 

The O. S. S. Advisory Committee. 

The U. S. Commercial Corporation 

The Interdepartmental Committee on Planning for Coordinating the Economic 
Activities of U. S. Civilian Agencies in Liberated Areas 


Mr. White’s publications include the following: French International Ac- 
counts, Harvard University Press; Some Aspects of the Tariff Question, Third 
Edition by F. W. Taussig, with the cooperation of Mr. H. D. White. 

1 trust that this information may be of asistance to you and the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Sincerely yours, (Signed) CHARLES S. Bett, 
Administrative Assistant to the Secretary. 


THe WHITE Hovse, 
cent ay a oegtt ih s Hehe shad canats. aay Reed 
To the Senate of the United States: 
I nominate Harry D. White, of Maryland, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, in place of the Honorable John L. Sullivan, whose resignation is ef- 
fective November 30, 1944. 


THE PRESIDENT, NovEMBER 28, 1944, 
The White House. 

My Dear Mr. PRESIDENT: I have the honor to recommend the appointment of 
Mr. Harry D. White of Maryland, as Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, in 
place of the Honorable John L. Sullivan, whose resignation is effective November 
30, 1944, 

Mr. White has been serving with the Treasury Department since November 
5, 19384, and at the present time he is Assistant to the Seeretary and Director 
of Monetary Research. 

I am transmitting herewith a nomination in the event you approve Mr. White’s 
appointment. 

Faithfully yours, 
(Signed) H. Morcen?THav, Jr. 

November 28, 1944, 4:30 p. m. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 1, 1944. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT ORDER NO. 56 
Effective immediately, the Director of Foreign Funds Contre! will report to Mr. 
Harry D. White, Assistant to the Secretary. 
Treasury Department Order No. 52, dated April 15, 1944, is modified aecord- 
ingly. 
(Signed) D. W. Betz, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 


See Subject File—Secretary Orders and Circulars. 





JANUARY 26, 1945. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT ORDER NO. 58 


Effective from and after this date the Division of Monetary Research and 
Foreign Funds Control will continue under the supervision of Mr. Harry D. 
White, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

Treasury Department Order No. 52, dated April 15, 1944, is superseded, and 
Order No, 56, dated December 1, 1944, is modified by this order. 

(Signed) H. Morcentruan, Jr. 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
See Subject File—Secretary’s Orders in Mr. Percy Burdette’s office. 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


RESIG ION 
JANUARY 22, 1945. 
To the honorable the Secre’ Y OF THE TREASURY. 

Sir: I hereby tender my resignation from the position of Assistant to the 
Secretary and Director of Monetary Research at a salary of $9,000 per annum 
in the Treasury Department to take effect January 23, 1945. 

Reasons: To accept a presidential appointment as Assistant Secretary. 

Respectfully, 
(Signed) Harry D. Wuire. 


Lc onap) anahhilaihi dees tah sated 
tAppreved by the Pronidens, May 73, 12a) 


OATH OF OFFICE 


Prescribed by Section 1757, Revised Statutes af the United Steere 


er ee eT 
Pater Pose 8 me eee Lis 


Cee ad or ene ea 


ke oe WARRY J, WHIT! 


ear ee rates, 
solemnly swear {or affirm) that | -will support and defend the Constitution of the 
CieeBbc et Me lig ae Mes er Me eco Me sie snr sn ak CMa acer ae he 
allegiance to the same; that 1 take this obligation freely, without any mental reserva 
tion or purpose of evasion; and that | will well and faithfully discharge the sista | 


the office on which | am about to enter. So HELP ME Gop 


Le” ry 2 Af 
BL nn” oa Vy La 
Faden 


ware of Agepenoiae 


Subscribed and sworn ‘to before me this A4 tay of 


Ps " hae teases 
ee 


if the oath is teken before @ Notary Public the dete of expiration of his commminsion should be show 


Pasition to which appointed 


Date of entrande oh duty 
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AprRIL 30, 1946. 
Hon. Harry D. WHITE, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Wuire: I accept with regret your resignation as Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

My regret is lessened, however, in the knowledge that you leave the Treas- 
ury only to assume new duties for the Government in the field of international 
economics as the United States Executive Director of the International Mone- 
tary Fund. In that position you will be able to carry forward the work you so 
ably began at Bretton Woods and you will have increased opportunity for the 
exercise of your wide knowledge and expertness in a field which is of utmost 
importance to world peace and security. 

I am confident that in your new position you will add distinction to your 
already distinguished career with the Treasury. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Harry 8. TRuMAN. 


Executive NoMINATIONS CONFIRMED BY THE SENATE Fesruary 6, 1946 


INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND AND INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR RECONSTRUCTION 
AND DEVELOPMENT 


Harry D. White to be United States Executive Director of the International 
Monetary Fund for a term of 2 years and until his successor has been appointed. 
(Copied from the Congressional Record, February 6, 1946.) 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 30, 1946. 
The PRESIDENT, 
The White House, 

My Dear Mr. Presmpent: On the 6th of May the International Monetary Fund 
begins its work. I therefore tender my resignation as Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, effective May 1. 

I leave the Treasury Department, in which I have served these last 12 years, 
with real regret, but look forward to my new duties as the United States 
Executive Director of the Fund, for I believe the Fund has a real opportunity 
to help the world achieve monetary stability and sustained prosperity. 

I shall do my best to carry out the policies of international economic coopera- 
tion which you have fostered. 

Faithfully, 
Harry D. Wuire, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. Morris Mr. Chairman, in the event that all of the documents 
that I have described have not been received by you into the record, 
will you receive all of those documents which I have offered for the 
record during the course of these hearings? Will you order them into 
the record at this time ? 

The Cuarrman. I will order them into the record. They may 
become a part of the record. 

If there are no further witnesses—— 

Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Chairman, in order that this record 
may be crystal clear, I hope the subcommittee will give some thought 
to the possibility of inviting the former President of the United States 
to appear before this subcommittee. 

The CHamman. Of course, I cannot speak for the committee, 
Senator Hendrickson. You know how our committee operates. We 
have tried to proceed in a very careful manner. Our main interest 
has been to build up a record on truth and facts and evidence. It is 
apparent to me from the record made here today that there is no 
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question about it that this derogatory information concerning Harry 
Dexter White has been communicated to the President of the United 
States. I cannot speak for the committee. I can only speak as an 
individual. I see no reason for calling the former President, 
Harry Truman, before this committee, because the record speaks for 
itself. 

Senator Henprickson. I was not suggesting calling him. I was 
suggesting inviting him to appear. 

The Cuarrman. I do not see any reason to invite him at = time. 
The record has been made. You have heard here today General 
Vaughan testify that he would not deny that, if the records had come 
from the Attorney General’s office to his office, he had delivered them 
to the President of the United States. If he did not deliver them that 
day, he said he would have delivered them the next morning. 

You have also heard Mr. Caudle testify that he knew of the existence 
of this record. 

Mr. Brownell has made his statements about this record. There- 
fore, I think it is very evident and there is no doubt, it is very apparent 
to me from the evidence heard by our committee and placed in the 
record today, that this information on Harry Dexter White was de- 
livered to the President of the United States. Our committee is con- 
cerned, as it has been in the past several months, with subversion, the 
working into the Government of these Communists, not only Harry 
Dexter White. He is only one of them. We have named nine here 
today. 

I can take it up with the committee as to what they want to do, but 
as an individual I see no reason for calling Harry Truman before 
this committee, because the record speaks for itself. 

Senator Henprickson. I am sure the Chair will give the committee 
a chance to speak on the subject. 

The Cuairman. We will call a committee meeting. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, there is one thing you will note in the 
record, that we have covered the testimony of Mr. Caudle, the testi- 
mony of General Vaughan, a statement from Mr. By rnes, and a state- 
ment from Mr. Brownell. We have been promised a further statement 
from Mr. Brownell which will be put into the record in some form, 
in the form of a personal appearance of somebody or in the form of 
a formally transmitted statement. 

The CuarrMan. There are no further witnesses, and the committee 
will stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 3:45 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned. ) 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1953 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
SuspcoMMITTce To INvesTiGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
or THE INTERNAL Securrry Act anp Oruer INTERNAL 
Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 2:30 p. m., pursuant to call, in Room 318, 
Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner (presiding), Butler (Maryland), John- 
ston, and McClellan. 

Present also: Senators Wiley, Knowland, Williams, and Dirksen. 

Present also: Robert Morris, chief counsel; J. G. Sourwine, com- 
mittee counsel; Benjamin Mandel, research director; and Robert Me- 
Manus, professional staff member. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. May we have 
order, please. 

I am happy that so many of the members of this committee could 
be present tod: ay. 

Let me state at the outset that the Internal Security Subcommittee 
has been holding hearings during the last 3 years on subversion in 
the United States Government and among United States citizens in 
international agencies. Since April of this past year, the subcom- 
mittee has been concentrating on the inquiry into the interlocking 
subversion in Government departments, and has heard more than 30 
Witnesses whom the evidence amply shows to have been actively en- 
gaged in the Communist underground, and many even in Soviet 
espionage. These people held high positions in Government. They 
were ¢ losely and intimately associated with each other. 

The details of their conspiracy have been spread over the record 
of this and other committees. It was not a question of one man 
or even of isolated cases, but rather was a constant and monstrous 
conspiracy that had a great effect in changing the course of history. 

The subcommittee sought to determine precisely what aspect of 
the loyalty machinery allowed so many Soviet agents to remain in 
high positions of influence in the United States in the face of 
impressive derogatory security information. 
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We unanimously concluded in our interim report of July 30, 1953, 
that, and I quote from that report: 

There is ample evidence that the Federal Bureau of Investigation and other 
agencies learned the underlying fact of the Communist conspiracy, and time 
and again performed their duty and notified the proper administrative agencies 
of this information. 

The FBI had three sources in 1945 that showed that Alger Hiss 
was an undercover Communist, and yet Hiss stayed on all through 
1946 in a position where he had access to almost every top level 
military, political, and e onomie secret of our Government. 

The FBI had evidence that many other Government employees 
were active in the Soviet underground, including Harold Glasser, 
Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, Edward J. Fitzgerald, Harry Magdoff, 
and others. These people stayed in their jobs receiving promotions 
and influenced policy for several years after impressive information 
had been mi: arshe illed, we conc ‘luded. 

Since its report, the subcommittee has been working with partic- 

ularity on the cases of nine individuals. They are Alger Hiss, 
Harold Gi: asser, Victor Perlo, Frank Coe, Maurice Halperin, Edward 
Fitzgerald, Harry Magdoff, Irving Kaplan, and Harry Dexter 
White. 

Hearings were held last week wherein certain witnesses were asked 
what they knew about the distribution of FBI security memoranda 
on Harry Dexter White. 

Today the first witness will be Attorney General Herbert Brownell, 
Jr. 

Mr. Brownell, will you stand and be sworn to testify? Do you 

swear that the testimony given in this hearing will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Attorney General Browne u. I do. 

The Cuarrman. You may be seated, Mr. Brownell. Will you state 
your full name for our committee record ? 


TESTIMONY OF HON. HERBERT BROWNELL, JR., ATTORNEY GEN- 
ERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, ACCOMPANIED BY DEPUTY 
ATTORNEY GENERAL WILLIAM P. ROGERS AND ASSISTANT 
ATTORNEY GENERAL WARREN OLNEY III 


Attorney General Brownetx. Herbert Brownell, Jr. 

The Carman. Where do you reside, Mr. Brownell ? 

Attorney General Browne... 4355 Forest Lane, Washington, D. C. 

The Cuatrman. And what is your profession or position at this 
time in Government ? 

Attorney General Brownetx. Attorney General. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of the witness. May I ask first, Mr. Brownell, do you have a pre- 
pared statement that you want to make ? 

Attorney General Brownetu. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there copies of this statement that you propose 
to read for distribution to the committee ? 

Attorney General Browne... Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Will you proceed with your prepared statement. 





+ IE eect. | 





ON STR RINI F emt 


INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 1111 


Attorney General Browne.y. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
subcommittee, this subcommittee has been holding a series of hearings 
for the purpose of exposing the plans of Communist agents to in- 
filtrate the Government of the United States. The work of this 
subcommittee has documented with great care the result of the very 
successful Communist espionage penetration in our Government dur- 
ing World War II and thereafter. Later on I will have certain 
recommendations for legislation which I would like to submit for 
the consideration of the subcommittee. I feel confident that as a 
result of the work of this subcommittee, much constructive legisla- 
tion will result. 

The executive department of the Government which is headed by 
the President, and of which the Department of Justice is part, has 
been concerned since we took office with cleaning out the Govern- 
ment. One of the most important and vital problems is to remove 
all persons of doubtful loyalty and, most important, to prevent any 
further Communist infiltration into the Government of the United 
States. 

On November 6 in Chicago, I made a speech which was one of a 
number of speeches and magazine articles in which I publicly dis- 
cussed the problem of Communist infiltration in Government and 
the steps taken by the Eisenhower administration to meet that prob- 
lem. In that speech I referred to the case of Harry Dexter White 
and the manner in which it was treated by the prior administration 
to illustrate how successful espionage agents had been in penetrat- 
ing our Government at that time and how lax our Government was 
at that time in meeting such a grave problem. This afternoon I 
want to discuss the case of Harry Dexter White and the manner in 
which it was handled by the Truman administration on the basis 
of established facts and the records in the Department of Justice. 

sefore I do that, however, I want to make certain preliminary 
remarks. An inference has been drawn in some quarters from my 
speech which I think is unwarranted. By lifting certain sentences 
out of context it has been said that I implied the possibility that 
the former President of the United States was disloyal. I intended 
no such inference to be drawn. In order to point out that I intended 
no such inference to be drawn, I specifically said that I believed 
that the disregard of the evidence in the White case was— 
because of the unwillingness of the non-Communists in responsible positions to 


face the facts and a persistent delusion that communism in the Government of 
the United States was only a red herring. 
In another part of the speech I also stated: 

The manner in which the established facts concerning White’s disloyalty 
were disregarded is typical of the blindness which inflicted the former ad- 
ministration on this matter. 

When I assumed the office of Attorney General, I promised to 
expose evidence of Communist infiltration in our Government and to 
expose corruption, with evenhanded justice. I intend to continue to 
do so. Some people won’t like it, but I shall not be deterred from 
carrying out my duty by personal abuse. 

When this subcommittee completes its investigation, I believe that 
you will conclude, as I did, that there was an unwillingness on the 
part of Mr. Truman and others around him to face the facts and a 
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persistent delusion that Communist espionage in high places in our 
Government was a red herring. And I believe you will conclude that 
this attitude, this delusion, may have resulted in great harm to our 
Nation. 

The White case seemed to me to be of such vital importance that 
I believed the public was entitled to know what safeguards were 
taken—once our Government was alerted to the two spy rings operat- 
ing within our own Government—to protect the national security. 

Of course, if the basic facts of these two spy rings had not been 
well established by previous court procedures and by congressional] 
committees, I would not have proceeded as I did. I fully realize 
the grave responsibility which I have as chief law-enforcement officer 
of this Nation not to use confidential reports in my possession to dis- 
close charges against individuals except through established court pro- 
cedures. Those of us in the Department of Justice will never violate 
that basic concept of our American jurisprudence. 

But the White case, of course, is not that situation. The basic facts 
of the two spy rings which existed in the Government at that time 
have been fully exposed in court and before congressional committees. 
This subcommittee recently published a very excellent report docu- 
menting those facts. The only disclosure which I made from our 
records, and I believe it is the type of thing that the public is entitled 
to know about, is that the Truman administration was put on notice 
at least as early as December 1945, that there were two spy rings 
operating within our Government. And, as I see it, now that this 
fact has been established, I believe the public is entitled to know 
what safeguards the Truman administration established to protect 
the national security. 

In considering the facts in this case it is well to keep in mind 
that the matter to be decided in January and February of 1946 did 
not relate to criminal proceedings in court. It was not a question 
whether White could at that time have been formally charged before 
a grand jury with espionage. The matter to be determined by Mr. 
Truman and his associates was whether Harry Dexter White should 
be advanced to a post of high honor, great trust, and responsibility 
and of vital importance to the security of our country. If there was 
solid evidence at that time establishing that White was engaged in 
espionage activity, certainly no one would contend that suund and 
proper administration required his advancement or even continuance 
in Government service simply because a criminal conviction could 
not be obtained. 

White entered upon his duties and assumed the office of Executive 
Director for the United States in the International Monetary Fund 
on May 1, 1946. What was known at the White House of his espion- 
age activities prior to that date? 

On December 4, 1945, the FBI transmitted to Brig. Gen. Harry H. 
Vaughan, military aide to the President, a report on the general sub- 
ject of Soviet espionage in the United States. I referred to this in my 
speech at the first report. This was a secret and highly important 
report of some 71 pages. It covered the entire subject of Soviet 
espionage in this country both before, during, and after World War 
II. It named many names and described numerous Soviet espionage 
organizations. Harry Dexter White and the espionage ring of which 
he was a part were among those referred to in this report. The index 
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list refers to his activities in three different places. This report, as 
might be expected from its general character, summarizes White's 
espionage activities in abbrev iated form, but no reasonable person can 
deny that that summary, brief though it may be, scene adequate 
warning to anyone who read it of the extreme danger to the security of 
the country in appointing White to the International Monetary Fund 
or continuing him in Government i in any capacity. 

As the subcomittee knows, copies of this report were sent to a num- 
ber of Cabinet officers and high officials in the Truman administration 
including the Attorney General. It would be difficult to understand 
how under any circumstances a document upon so delicate and danger- 
ous a subject would not have been brought to Mr. Truman’s attention 
by at least one of his associates. 

But in addition to that fact, I have here a letter from J. Edgar 
Hoover to General Vaughan a month before that, dated November 8, 
1945. 

As you know, General Vaughan has testified before this subcom- 
mittee that by arrangement with Mr. Truman, when the FBI had 
information which it deemed important for the President to know 
about, it sent such information to him—to Vaughan. Vaughan testi- 
fied that he knew that any such report which came to him was delivered 
to the President. 

The letter I hold in my hand is marked “Top Secret.” I have 
declassified it and will make it public because it does not reveal any 
security information which w wa now be damaging. Because it was 
classified “Top Secret,” it would have received very special handling 
that all such documents must receive. If this letter did not come to 
Mr. Truman’s attention, then it would be a most serious dereliction of 
duty on the part of those who handled it. 

It is a document of historical importance and I therefore, with your 
permission, will quote it in full: 

NOVEMBER 8, 1945. 
(Top secret by special messenger ) 
Declassified H. B. November 16, 1953. 


Brig. Gen. HArry HAWKINS VAUGHAN, 
Military Aide to the President, 
The White House, Washington, D. C. 


Dear GENERAL VAUGHAN: As a result of the Bureau’s investigative operations, 
information has been recently developed from a highly confidential source indi- 
cating that a number of persons employed by the Government of the United 
States have been furnishing data and information to persons outside the Federal 
Government, who are in turn transmitting this information to espionage agents 
of the Soviet Government. At the present time it is impossible to determine 
exactly how many of these people had actual knowledge of the disposition being 
made of the information they were transmitting. The investigation, however, 
at this point has indicated that the persons named hereinafter were actually 
the source from which information passing through the Soviet espionage system 
was being obtained, and I am continuing vigorous investigation for the purpose 
of establishing the degree and nature of the complicity of these people in this 
espionage ring. 

The Bureau's information at this time indicates that the following persons 
were participants in this operation or were utilized by principals in this ring 
for the purpose of obtaining data in which the Soviet is interested : 

Dr. Gregory Silvermaster, a longtime employee of the Department of Agriculture. 
Harry Dexter White, Assistant to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
George Silverman, formerly employed by the Railroad Retirement Board, and 
now reportedly in the War Department. 
82918°—54—pt. 16-4 
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Lauchlin Currie, former Administrative Assistant to the late President Roosevelt. 

Victor Perlo, formerly with the War Production Board and the Foreign Economic 
Administration. 

Donald Wheeler, formerly with the Office of Strategic Services. 

Maj. Duncan Lee, Office of Strategic Services. 

Julius Joseph, Office of Strategic Services, 

Helen Tenney, Office of Strategic Services. 

Maurice Halperin, Office of Strategic Services. 

Charles Kramer, formerly associated with Senator Kilgore. 

Capt. William Ludwig Ullman, United States Army Air Corps. 

Lt. Col. John H. Reynolds, of the United States Army, a former contact of 
Gaik Ovakimian, former head of the Soviet Secret Intelligence (NKVD) in 
New York, is also apparently involved in the Soviet espionage activities stemming 
from Washington, D. C. 

In addition to the foregoing group in the Government, it appears at this time 
that Mary Price, formerly secretary to Walter Lippmann, the newspaper 
columnist, and presently publicity manager of the United Office and Professional 
Workers of America, CIO, is also associated with the foregoing group. 

The Government documents were furnished to Gregory Silvermaster, who 
thereafter photographed them and turned over the undeveloped, but exposed, 
film to a contact of the Soviets in either Washington, D. C., or New York City. 
In the past, it is reported, the contact man made trips to Washington, D. C., 
once every 2 weeks and would pick up on such occasions an average of 40 rolls of 
35-millimeter film. 

Investigation of this matter is being pushed vigorously, but I thought that 
the President and you would be interested in having the foregoing preliminary 
data immediately. 

With expressions of my highest esteem and best regards, 

Sincerely yours, 
J. Encar Hoover. 

It would be difficult to believe under any circumstances that so im- 
portant a document upon so delicate and dangerous a subject would 
not have been brought to Mr. Truman’s attention by at least one of 
his associates. 

It is a blunt fact from which there is no escape that, in the teeth 
of the November 8 warning from the FBI, the developing evidence 
indicated a substantial spy ring operating within the Government, 
and baiobvines Harry Dexter White and the documented report de- 
livered to the White House on December 4, some 6 weeks later P resi- 
dent Truman, on January 23, 1946, publicly announced his nomina- 
tion of Harry Dexter White for appointment to the International 
Monetary Fund. I just do not understand this. It still seems com- 
pletely incredible to me. 

But the matter does not end there. Because of this development the 
FBI compiled a special report devoted exclusively to Harry Dexter 
White and his éspionage activities and delivered it, together with a 
covering letter, by special messenger on February 4, 1946, to General 
Vaughan for the attention of the President, to the Attor ney General, 
Tom Clark, and to Secretary of State James Byrnes. This is the 
second report mentioned in my speech. 

Secretary of State James F. Byrnes, who received a duplicate re- 
port and covering letter on the same day, wrote the President on 
February 5, 1946 as follows: 


The enclosed letter addressed to Mr. Frederick Lyon of this Department by 
Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, and the enclosures referring to Harry Dexter White, I 
deem of such importance that I think you should read them. 
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I will now read into the record the FBI letter, now officially de- 
classified, transmitting the White report : 
FEBRUARY 1, 1946. 
(Personal and confidential by special messenger ) 


srig. Gen. Harry HAWKINS VAUGHAN, 
Military Aide to the President, 
The White House, Washington, D. C. 

Dear GENERAL VAUGHAN: As of interest to the President and you, I am at- 
taching a detailed memorandum hereto concerning Harry Dexter White, Assist- 
ant Secretary of the United States Treasury Department. 

As you are aware, the name of Harry Dexter White has been sent to Congress 
by the President for confirmation of his appointment as 1 of the 2 United States 
delegates on the International Monetary Fund under the Bretton Woods agree- 
ment. In view of this fact, the interest expressed by the President and you in 
matters of this nature, and the seriousness of the charges against White in the 
attachment, I have made every effort in preparing this memorandum to cover 
all possible ramifications. As will be observed, information has come to the 
attention of this Bureau charging White as being a valuable adjunct to an 
underground Soviet espionage organization operating in Washington, D. C. 
Material which came into his possession as a result of his official capacity 
allegedly was made available through intermediaries to Nathan Gregory Silver- 
master, his wife, Helen Witte Silvermaster, and William Ludwig Ullmann. Both 
Silvermaster and Ullmann are employees of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, reportedly directly under the supervision of White. 

The information and documents originating in the Treasury Department were 
either passed on in substance or photographed by Ullmann in a well-equipped lab- 
oratory in the basement of the Silvermaster home. Following this step, the 
material was taken to New York City by courier and made available to Jacob M. 
Golos, until the time of his death on November 27, 1943. Golos, a known Soviet 
agent, delivered this material to an individual tentatively identified as Gaik 
Ovakimian, Ovakimian, you will recall, was arrested some years ago as an un- 
registered agent of the Soviet Government and subsequently, by special arrange- 
ments with the Department of State, was permitted to return to the U. 8S. 8S. R. 

After the departure of Gaik Ovakimian, Golos delivered his material to an in- 
dividual who has been tentatively identified 





here a name is deleted for security purposes. 


Subsequent to the death of Golos, the courier handling material re- 
ceived from the Silvermasters and Ullman delivered it through an unidentified 
individual to Anatole Borisovich Gromov who until December 7, 1945, was as- 
signed as First Secretary of the Soviet Embassy, Washington, D. C., when he re- 
turned to the U. S. S. R. Gromov had previously been under suspicion as the 
successor to Vassili Zubilin, reported head of the NKVD in North America, who 
returned to Moscow in the late summer of 1944. This whole network has been 
under intensive investigation since November 1945, and it is the results of these 
efforts that I am now able to make available to you. 

I also feel that it is incumbent upon me at this time to bring to your attention 
an additional factor which has originated with sources available to this Bureau 
in Canada. It is reported that the British and Canadian delegates to the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund may possibly nominate and support White for the post of 
president of the International Bank, or as executive director of the International 
Monetary Fund. The conclusion is expressed that assuming this backing is forth- 
coming and the United States acquiescence, if not concurrence, resulting, White’s 
nomination to this highly important post would be assured. It is further com- 
mented by my Canadian source that if White is placed in either of these positions, 
he would have the power to influence to a great degree deliberations on all inter- 
national financial arrangements. 

This source, which is apparently aware of at least some of the charges incor- 
ported in the attached memorandum against White, commented that the loyalty 
of White must be assured, particularly in view of the fact that the U.S. S. R. had 
not ratified the Bretton Woods agreement. Fear was expressed that facts might 
come to light in the future throwing some sinister accusations at White 
and thereby jeopardize the successful operation of these important international 
financial institutions. 
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I thought you would be particularly interested in the above comments, which 
originated with sources high placed in the Canadian Goverment, on the subject 
at hand. 

With expressions of my highest esteem, 

Sincerely yours, J. Epcar Hoover. 

This second FBI report cannot, as I stated in my Chicago speech, be 
made public without jeopardizing confidential sources of information 
and techniques of intelligence operations. That is a firm policy of this 
administration, We will never impair the most important work of the 
FBI by making public FBI reports. 

However, the essential facts may be disclosed to this subcommittee. 

At the outset, the purpose of the report is stated in the following 
language: 

The purpose of this memorandum is to relate all of the information available 
at this time concerning Harry Dexter White, his activities and contacts in 
order that an overall picture may be available for review, action, or future 
reference, This information has been received from numerous confidential 
sources whose reliability has been established either by inquiry or long-estab- 
lished observation and evaluation. In no instance is any transaction or events 
related where the reliability of the source of information is questionable. It is 
with these factors in mind that the following material is set forth. 

Now, I proceed with the essential facts. 

The report then proceeded to point out that information had come 
to the attention of the FBI from a confidential source that Harry Dex- 
ter White was engaged in espionage activities at least as early as oa 
latter part of 1942 or early in 1943. It was reported that W hite wa 

supplying information consisting of documents obtained by him in the 
course of his duties as Assistant Secretary of the United States Treas- 
ury Department to Nathan Gregory Silvermaster and to William 
Ludwig Ullmann who resided at 5515 Thirtieth Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

The material consisted of reports of a varied nature concerning the 
financial activities of the United States Government, particularly if 
they related to foreign commitments. Also various memoranda and 
reports from other governmental departments and agencies were made 
available through these channels. It was reported that these docu- 
ments had usually been reduced to photographs by the time they were 
observed but on occasions the original documents the mselves were 
seen. 

During the investigation of these charges, it was learned that ¢ 
complete photographic laboratory did in fact exist in the basemerit 
of the Silvermaster home sufficiently well equipped for the copying 
of documents. This included an enlarger, developing equipment, and 
all the necessary chemicals and other incidentals. 

These documents, consisting of notes taken therefrom or verbatim 
copies, were usually photographed and delivered through channels to 
Jacob M. Golos, a known Soviet agent. (Jacob M. Golos whose real 
name is Jacob Raisin pleaded guilty to an indictment along with 
World Tourists, Inc., charging failure to register as agents of the 
Soviet Government in March 1940. He received a fine of $500 and a 
jail sentence of 4 months to 1 year which was later changed to pro- 
bation.) The material collected in this particular parallel of Soviet 
espionage was all channeled through Golos eventually to the Soviet 
diplomé atic establishment in this country. The report pointed out that 
it could be presumed after arrival at this destination that material 
of primary interest to the Soviets was forwarded to Moscow, 
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U.S. S. R., via diplomatic code and material concerning which there 
was no urgency reached that destination through the Soviet diplomatic 
pouch. 

Subsequent to the death of Golos, the material gathered by the 
Silvermasters and Ullmann originating with White, according to the 
information received by the FBI, went through an unknown indi- 
vidual to Anatole Borosovich Gromov, former First Secretary of the 
Soviet Embassy, Washington, D. C. Suspicions had previously sur- 
rounded the activities of Gromov to the effect that he was the suc- 
cessor to Vassili Zubilin, reported head of the NK VD, one of the pri- 
mary branches of Soviet Intelligence in North America. Zubilin 
returned to Moseow, U.S. S. R.. in the late summer of 1944, and Gro- 
mov departed from the United States for Moscow, U.S. S. R., on De- 
cember 7, 1945. From all appearances, the position previously held by 
Gromov to whom this material was transmitted prior to his departure 
was next held by Feodor Alexeevich Garanin, an official of the Soviet 
Embassy, Washington, D. C. 

According to the information received by the FBI, White was 
considered one of the most valuable assets in this particular parallel 
of Soviet intelligence. This view was taken since in his capacity as 
Assistant Secretary of the United States Treasury, those individuals 
whom this group were anxious to have assigned there could be placed 
in the Treasury Department. Among the persons in this category 
were William Ludwig Ullmann, William Henry Taylor, and Sonia 
Steinman Gold. 

Sometime in the summer or fall of 1943, the Silvermasters believed 
it desirable to have someone placed as a secretary to White in order 
to facilitate the obtaining of information from his office for delivery 
to Soviet espionage agents. As a result of these deliberations, Mrs. 
Helen Witte Silvermaster went to one of the Communist functionaries 
in Washington, D. C., and from this source secured the name of Sonia 
Steinman Gold. Eventually, Mrs. Gold, through arrangements with 
White, obtained a position (as one of the secretaries) in the United 
States Treasury Department. 

As a result of this employment, Mrs. Gold obtained documents from 
White’s office, which she copied and made her notes available to Mrs. 
Helen Witte Silvermaster, The information which Mrs. Gold ob- 
tained in a general way concerned principally the Treasury Depart- 
ment’s opinions and recommendations concerning applications for 
loans made by the Chinese and French Governments. 

It was also reported that there was in existence another parallel 
of Soviet Intelligence operating within the United States Govern- 
ment and headed by Victor Perlo. The information gathered from 
the Perlo group was channeled through Jacob M. Golos and on to the 
Soviet diplomatic establishment in the same manner as outlined for 
the operation of the Silvermaster group. 

Because of the relationships existing between Golos and the Perlo 
group, Harold Glasser appeared in the picture. Glasser was rather 
closely associated with White and was able to supply general informa- 
tion concerning the activities of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, particularly where they concerned proposed loans to foreign 
countries. He also supplied information originating in the Foreign 
Economic Administration which had been sent to the United States 
Treasury Department for action or information. 
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The report states that the Bureau had secured the names of a number 
of persons described as members of the underground Communist group 
in Washington, D. C., from another source. Among those names was 
that of Abraham George Silverman whom the report describes as 
formerly employed by the Railroad Retirement Board and the United 
States Army Air Forces and as privately employed by the French 
Supply Council of the French Government. As incidental to the 
mention of Silverman the report states that the information received 
was to the effect that Silverman worked through close friends who 
were indebted to him, including Harry Dexter White and others. 
The report points out that this information concerning the relation- 
ship between Silverman and White is consistent with the information 
referred to earlier from the other source. 

The section then relates to White’s known contacts with Russian 
officials over the years and, therefore, cannot be declassified. It should 
be said here that these contacts were not inconsistent with the regular 
performance of White’s duties and considered by themselves are not 
incriminating. 

In July 1945 a clerical employee of the Passport Division of the 
Department of State, who formerly was employed as a clerk by the 
Soviet Government Purchasing Commission, was allegedly stealing 
certain information from the official records of the Department of 
State for transmittal to unknown persons. This individual appar- 
ently admitted that he had collected this information in the course of 
his employment and knew a man who would pay him $1,000 for it. 
In his application for employment with the Department of State this 
individual who stole this information had listed Harry Dexter White 
as a reference and White had recommended him highly. The report 
added that this circumstance was being set forth in view of the alle- 
gations to the effect that White was considered of extreme value be- 
cause of his influence in securing positions for persons who could be 
of assistance to Soviet espionage. 

The report mentions that White was interviewed by the FBI in 
connection with the Amerasia case, particularly concerning Irving S. 
Friedman, who, according to the report, was known to be one of the 
sources in the Treasury Department Section on Far Eastern Affairs 
that had been furnishing documents to Philip Jacob Jaffe, editor of 
Amerasia. White told the FBI that Friedman was an employee in 
the Treasury Department handling matters dealing with monetary 
affairs in the Far East, and admitted that he had brought Friedman 
to the Treasury Department 5 or 6 years earlier. 

The report contains much corroborative evidence which cannot be 
made public either because it would disclose investigative techniques 
of the FBI or because it might be harmful to the national interest. 
It can be pointed out, however, that over a period of 3 months be- 
ginning in November of 1945 the activities of Harry Dexter White 
were entirely consistent with all the previous information contained 
in the report. White was in frequent close personal contact with 
nearly every one of the persons named as his associates in the spy 
ring. These include Nathan Gregory Silvermaster and his wife, Wil- 
liam Ullmann, Sonia Gold, Harold Glasser, Abraham Silverman, and 
others. 

The report referred to a trip made by White to visit Dr. Abraham 
Wolfson, of Newark, N. J. Wolfson had been reported by numerous 
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sources as having had frequent and close contacts with numerous 
Communists in the State of New Jersey. The report pointed out that 
Dr. Wolfson in 1944 was a member of the third ward branch of the 
Communist Party and that he had been active in Communist Party 
activities for the preceding 7 years under the name of A. Wilson 
Street. It was also pointed out in the report that Wolfson held Com- 
munist Party meetings in his office. 

The report stated that in December of 1945 White was seen at 3210 
P Street NW., in Washington, which at that time was the home of 
Alger Hiss, and pointed out that from other sources Hiss was re- 
portedly working for another parallel of Soviet espionage. 

In December of 1945 White and his wife visited the home of Maurice 
Halperin, who was employed by the Office of Strategic Services. The 
report pointed out that Halperin was a member of the Communist 
Party and beginning in 1942 he passed on information to an espionage 
courier. 

The report refers to the close personal relationship in 1945 between 
White and Frank Coe who was alse one of the individuals supplying 
information to the Silvermasters and thence through channels to the 
Soviet Government. 

The report points out in considerable detail the contacts between 
White and Lee Pressman. The report points out that Lee Pressman 
was a member of an underground group headed by Harold Ware, 
which had its headquarters in Washington. The report points out 
many of Pressman’s activities as a Communist. 

The report points out that Silvermaster’s position in the Treasury 
Department was secured for him by White. The report points out 
that the Bureau’s informant had identified Silvermaster as the head 
spy in the espionage ring with which White was working and that 
Silvermaster has a long record of reported association with known 
Communists. The report also points out that other sources of infor- 
mation had established that Silvermaster was acquainted with many 
other individuals who were strongly suspected of Soviet espionage. 
The report also points out that Mrs. Silvermaster has a long history of 
association with Communist-front groups. 

It is stated in the report that in addition to the many contacts be- 
tween White and Ullman which were disclosed, White wrote a letter 
in November 1940 on the stationery of Director of Monetary Research 
of the United States Treasury Department requesting the deferment 
of Ullman. After Ullman left the Army and entered the Treasury 
Department he worked in the division headed by White. 

The report pointed out that Harold Glasser was in another branch 
of Soviet espionage headed by Victor Perlo. Glasser was an assistant 
to White in the Treasury Department. It was reported that Glasser 
was described by numerous sources as a member of the Communist 
Party. In addition to this information, the em points out a great 
many other connections and contacts among the members of the es- 
pionage ring, all of which supported and were consistent with the 
earlier portions of the report. 

It is interesting to note how accurate this information was that the 
FBI supplied at that time. Following is a list of White’s close asso- 
ciates at eta’ to in the FBI reports who were members of the espio- 
nage ring who have claimed their privilege not to answer questions 
on the grounds that it would incriminate them: Silvermaster, Perlo, 
Glasser, Coe, Ullman, Silverman, Halperin, and Kaplan. 
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Also there is Lee Pressman, who admitted membership in the Com- 
munist Party, and Alger Hiss, who has since been convicted. 

Of course, no one could, with any validity, suggest today that there 
is any doubt that White was in this espionage ring. Some of White’s 
original espionage reports, written by him in his own handwriting for 
delivery to agents of the Red Army Intelligence, were recovered in the 
fall of 1948 and are now in the possession ‘of the De partment of Jus- 
tice. I have photostatic copies of them here and I offer the copies as 
part of the record of my testimony. 

The Cuamman. Thank you. That will become a part of the record. 

(The photostatic reports referred to above follow) : 
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The information contained in these reports was, as the subeommittee 
knows, of great importance at the time White wrote them although, 
with the lapse of time, the necessity for secrecy on these subjects has 
disappeared. 

But the record which was available to the Truman administration in 
December 1945 and thereafter should have been sufficient to convince 
anyone that White was a hazard to our Government. 

The question which had to be decided at that time was not whether 
White could have been convicted of treason. There was ample evi- 
dence that he was not loyal to the interests of our country. That was 
enough. Government employment is a privilege, not a right, and we 
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don’t have to wait until a man is convicted of treason before we can 
remove him from a position of trust and confidence. 

When I was first invited to appear before this subcommittee, I 
thought from what I had read in the newspapers that there was some 
issue of fact involved on the question of whether Mr. Truman knew 
about Harry Dexter White’s espionage activities at the time he ap- 
pointed him as Executive Director for the United States of the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund. I read in the newspaper that after being 
advised of my speech in Chicago, Mr. Truman stated to the press that 
he had never read any of the derogatory reports concerning Harry 
Dexter White to which I referred. I read later that Mr. Truman said 
that he fired White as soon as he discovered he was disloyal. On the 
basis of these statements I thought that the accuracy of what I had 
said in Chicago was being challenged. 

However, it now seems in the light of Mr. Truman’s television speech 
of last night that it is conceded that on February 6, 1946, the day on 
which White’s appointment was confirmed by the Senate, Mr. Truman 
did read the most important of the reports to which I referred, and 
that he thereafter, even though he had a legal right to ask that the 
nomination be withdrawn, signed White’s commission and permitted 
him to take office on the first day of May with full Lapiiades of the 
facts reported by the FBI. : : 

It is, of course, extraordinary to Jearn from Mr, Truman, in view of 
his earlier statements, that he signed Mr. White’s commission with the 
thought that it might help to catch him. I would think that the 
commissioning of a suspected spy to an office of such great importance 
would not be easily forgotten. It seems to me even more extraordinary 
to learn that Mr. Truman was aware as early as 1946 that a Communist 
spy ring was operating within his own administration when for so 
many years since that time he has been telling the American people 
exactly the opposite. Indeed, it seems to me that this explanation of 
White’s appointment—that is, that he was appointed and allowed to 
remain in office for more than a year in order to help the FBI trap him 
as a spy—raises more questions than it answers. 

While under suspicion and surveillance White was, we are told, 
appointed as the first United States Executive Director of the fund. 
He was also its chief architect. The opportunities afforded him in 
that capacity for betraying the country were very great. 

There were matters of great importance to the United States which 
were handled by the Executive Directors while White was a member. 
A first order of business was to plan the general organization of the 
staff. It was agreed to divide the staff into five primary departments 
and offices. Each of these departments and offices has a director. One 
of these five primary departments was called the Office of the Secre- 
tary. Now, who received the position of Head of the Office of Secre- 
tary? It was Frank Coe, named in the FBI report as a member of the 
espionage ring, at a salary of $20,000 a year. 

The CHarrman. Was that a tax-free salary of $20,000? 

Attorney General Browne tt. I would have to check the records. 

Recently this subcommittee had occasion to inquire of Mr. Coe 
whether he was presently engaged in subversive activities. Mr. Coe 
replied : 


Mr, Chairman, under the protection afforded me by the fifth amendment, I 
respectfully decline to answer that question. 
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Coe continued in the employ of the fund until as recently as Decem- 
ber 3, 1952, when he was finally dismissed. 

Who received the position of adviser to the United States member 
of the Board? It was Harold Glasser, also named as a member of 
the espionage ring. 

Glasser was subpenaed by the Senate subcommittee on April 14, 
1953, and when asked about his relationships with members of the 
Communist underground, he invoked his privilege against self-incrim- 
ination. He also refused under privilege to tell the subcommittee the 
circumstances surrounding his Siientalenes assignments within the 
United States or abroad. 

It has now been said that White’s promotion to the post of Director 
of the International Monetary Fund was permitted to go through so 
that he might be better kept under surveillance, and so the investi- 
gation of the other members of the ring might continue unimpaired. 
It is suggested that permitting White to continue his espionage op- 
erations might enable the Truman administration to entrap not ap 
White,.but the whole Soviet espionage ring working within our Gov- 
ernment, 

To accomplish such an end would require infinite and detailed care 
if the national interest was to be at all protected. 

In the first place, arrangements would have to be made to insure 
absolute control of the subjects and the situation. Some time limits 
would have to be established. 

If the national interest were to be protected, measures would have 
had to be designed to prevent classified material with a significant 
bearing on national security from reaching White and the others. 
Top responsible officials of the United States Government, whose 
duties brought them in contact with White and the other members of 
the ring, would have had to be forewarned. Great care would have 
to be taken to make certain that these spies did not affect the decisions 
of our Government. 

The records available to me fail to indicate that any of these mini- 
mum precautions were taken. The records available to me fail to 
show that anything was done which interfered with the continued 
functioning of the espionage ring of which White was a part. 

And if we apply simple and reasonable tests to how other members 
of the espionage ring named in the FBI report were treated, there is 
considerable doubt that anything was done to protect the national in- 
terest. Let me offer you a few examples. 

Harold Glasser, a close subordinate and associate of White, was 
described in the FBI report as an active member of the espionage ring. 
What controls were established over the movements of Harold 
Glasser? In July 1946 Glasser attended the UNRRA conference in 
Geneva, Switzerland, as a member of the United States delegation. 
In January 1947 Glasser went to Trieste as a United States member 
of a four-power commission to study the economic aspects of the 
Trieste problem. At the special request of the State Department in 
March and April 1947, Glasser attended the Moscow meeting of the 
Council of Foreign Ministers as an adviser to the United States Sec- 
retary of State. 

The Cuarrman. Who was then Secretary of State? 

Attorney General BrowNeLn, Mr. Marshall. 
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How was Glasser’s access to classified materials limited? As far 
as we have been able to determine, it was not. Records in the Depart- 
ment indicate that late in 1946 Glasser, described as a member of the 
espionage ring, received a copy of the FBI report on Victor Perlo 
which described him as a member of the Soviet espionage ring. 
Perlo stayed on in the Treasury Department until March 27, 1947, and 
then left to accept the post of Treasurer of the Intergovernmental 
Committee on Refugees. 

Nathan Gregory Silvermaster in March 1946 was promoted to be- 
come the Chief Economist of the War Assets Administration’s Divi- 
sion of Economic and Market Research. After the report was made, 
William Ullmann and Irving Kaplan stayed on with the Department 
of the Treasury without any restrictions being placed on them or 
their activities as far as we can determine. 

This subcommittee, I am sure, will want to examine with great care 
the claim that there was a plan to keep White and others in the 
espionage ring in Government employment in the hope of catching 
them. You will also want to investigate, I believe, what care was 
used to protect the national security. These are very grave questions 
to which the public is entitled to complete answers. 

As members of this subcommittee know, this administration is try- 
ing an entirely different approach to security problems. 

Despite difficulties stemming from past laxity, 1,456 employees have 
actually been separated from Federal Government payrolls since 
January 1953 on the grounds that they are security risks. More cases 
are still under consideration. 

Our work to date has clearly shown the need for at least two new 
laws to help the Government in the prosecution of espionage cases. 

Senator McCietxan. For clarification, you say 1,456 employees have 
actually been separated. Have they been dismissed or permitted to 
resign, or does that include both categories? 

Attorney General BrowNe. Both categories. They were per- 
mitted to resign while they were under investigation for being security 
risks. 

Senator Jounsron. Were they all fired on account of espionage 
activities ¢ 

Attorney General Brownewu. No, security risks. 

Senator Jounston. Some of them were habitual drunkards? 

Attorney General Browne. That is correct. 

Senator Jounsron. And other things. Some were sex perverts ? 

Attorney General Browne. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan, Proceed. 

Attorney General Browne.t. Our work to date has clearly shown 
the need for at least two new laws to help the Government in the prose- 
cution of espionage cases. I hope that these proposed laws will be 
considered by Congress at its session starting in January. The first 
would allow the Government to use wiretap evidence ‘to prove its 
espionage cases. At the present time information received by tapping 
wires cannot be used as evidence in the Federal courts. 

There are cases of espionage presently in the Department of Justice, 
but since some of the important evidence was obtained by wiretapping, 
the cases cannot be proved in court and therefore there will be no 
prosecution so long as the law remains in its present state. The second 
proposed law would allow proper authorities in Government to grant 
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immunity to witnesses who are suspected of espionage or Communist 
activities, but who refuse to testify under the fifth amendment on the 
ground that their testimony might incriminate them. As I stated 
before, a number of persons who worked with Harry Dexter White in 
his important Government assignments, have refused to testify on this 
ground. If the Government, under proper safeguards, is authorized to 
grant immunity to such persons, we believe we can obtain testimony 
which will assist in tracking down the higher ups engaged ir con- 
spiracy to overthrow our Government by force and violence. 

The White case illustrates that it is not enough for men in high Gov- 
ernment positions to be loyal. They must also be vigilant to combat the 
dangers to our Government and to our free institutions. 

I thank the subcommittee for this opportunity to set forth these 
facts in the case of Harry Dexter White. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. Mr. Morris, I believe you have a series 
of questions you want to ask the Attorney General. Will you proceed 
now with your questions ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Brownell, up to date this subcommittee has been 
addressing itself principally to the November 1945 security memo- 
randum, which Vice President Nixon has identified as a security report 
which was circulated to the President of the United States and to 
other chief officials in the United States Government. 

In your testimony to date you have adverted to three other docu- 
ments of this time. I understand there was a letter from Mr. Hoover 
dated November 8, 1945, which I take it was more of an alert than 
anything else. There was a detailed report dated November 27, 1945, 
and in addition there was a report which was submitted by Mr. Hoover 
at the time of Mr. White’s nomination. I believe that was dated 
February 6, 1946. 

The Cuatrman. February 4. 

Mr. Morris. February 4. 

Attorney General Brownetu. It may have been dated February 1, 
and delivered on the 4th. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Brownell, with respect to the November 8, 1945, 
letter to General Vaughan, does your Department show that distribu- 
tion was made to any party other than General Vaughan of that par- 
ticular letter? 

Attorney General Brownutt. If it does, I will be glad to furnish 
it to the committee. 

Mr. Morris. I will ask you the same question with respect to the 
memorandum of November 27, 1945. 

Attorney General Browne... I think I have made public the records 
on the distribution of that, but I will be glad to furnish it to the 
committee. 

Mr. Morris. So we can put it in our record. 

Attorney General Browne. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And the third would be the distribution given to the 
February 1, 1946 memorandum on Harry Dexter White. 

Attorney General Brownetu. I will check the records and do the 
same. 

(The information to be furnished appears in the record of the hear- 
ing on November 23, 1953, at p. 1169.) 
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Mr. Morris. I think you have told us to the best of your ability, 
Mr. Brownell, what was in the 1945 memorandum, November 1 1945 
memorandum. 

Attorney General Browne.t. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You have told us all you feel you can, consistent with 
security regulations, about that p: articular document 

Attorney General Browne.y. And protection of the FBI, that is 
correct. 

Mr. Morris. I think you have told us that there were many other 
individuals in addition to Mr. White who were mentioned in that 
particular memorandum. 

Attorney General Browne tu. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with the February 1946 memorandum, 
have you told us in full what you feel this committee can know about 
that particular memorandum ¢ 

Attorney General Browne. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you told us who received that memorandum. 

Attorney General Browne.u. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Does your Department show any records that there 
was a covert understanding on the part of the Attorney General’s 
Office in the matter of Harry Dexter White, the nature indicated by 
the evidence, and that he was being allowed to stay in office in order 
to be subjected to surveillance ? 

Attorney General Browne.u. Covert agreement ? 

Mr. Morris. A covert agreement of any kind. 

Attorney General Browne.u. May I check with my associates on 
that, who are more familiar with the details of the records? 

The CHarrMan. You may. 

Attorney General Browne. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, there has been raised on several oc- 
casions the possibility that there was a covert agreement among the 
parties concerned that Mr. White would stay in the position “that 
he was about to assume and that he would therefore be subject to 
greater surveillance. 

Attorney General Brownetu. My answer is that to the best of 
my knowledge, there is no such evidence in the records of the 
Department. 

Mr. Morris. Was there any record made that such an agreement 
was entered into concerning, say, Harold Glasser ? 

Attorney General Browne. I think I better check that and fur- 
nish it to the committee. As far as I know, there was not. 

Mr. Morris. I see. From the point of view of this committee, Mr. 
Brownell, it would seem that the evidence concerning Harold Glasser, 
Alger Hiss, Victor Perlo, and another case, Frank Coe, was equally 
as Impressive as the evidence about Mr. White. So therefore, pre- 
sumably if there was an undertaking in connection with subjecting 
Mr. White to surveillance, there should have been one in connection 
with watching these others ? 

Attorney General Browne tz. I will check the records of the De- 
partment and advise this committee. 

Mr. Morris. There is one other thing, Mr. Chairman, which I 
would like to ask Mr. Brownell. I think. we have some records here, 
but in the event these records are not the most perfect records, 1 
would like the testimony of this witness. 
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The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. In the letter of February 1, 1946, Mr. Hoover pointed 
out: 

It is further commented by my Canadian source that if White is placed in 
either of these positions— 
the two positions posted there were President of the International 
Bank or Executive Director of the International Monetary Fund. 
Mr. Hoover went on to say— 
he would have the power to influence to a great degree deliberations on all 
international financial arrangements. 

Was he in fact made Executive Director of the International Mone- 
tary Fund as our records seem to indicate ? 

Attorney General BrowneLut. No. He was made United States Ex- 
ecutive Director, in which capacity, as I understand it, he cast over 
33 percent of the votes of the entire organization because of the 
large stake the United States had in that fund. It was $23, billion. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Brownell, the bylaws of that particular organi- 
zation indicate there were 12 executive directors, one representing 
ach of the 5 larger nations, I believe, and 7 representing the smaller 
nations. So they had all the title of executive director, one repre- 
senting the United States. So it would appear from our records, 
imperfect as they are, because we have not completed the case, that 
he was in fact appointed to the very position that Mr. Hoover was 
warning about. 

Attorney General Brownetu. I do not know that we have a record 
on that. I think my first statement covers it. 

The Caairman. Mr. Sourwine would like to ask a question at this 
point. 

Mr. Sourwine. Directly on that point, is it not true that toward 
the end of his service with the International Monetary Fund that 
Mr. Harry Dexter White was Acting Chairman of that fund in the 
absence of Mr. Gutt. 

Attorney General Browne. That is my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwine. And is it not true that when he finally got around 
to submitting his resignation from the fund he asked that it be ac- 
cepted as of a future date and after the return of Dr. Gutt so he might 
continue to serve as Acting Chairman of the fund until Dr. Gutt’s 
return ?? 





1 State Department press release No. 1080, April 8, 1947: 
“The President has sent the following letter to Hon. Harry D. White, accepting his 
resignation as Executive Director of the International Monetary Fund: 
“APRIL 7, 1947. 


“DeaR Mr. WHITE: With sincere regret and considerable reluctance I accept your 
resignation as United States Executive Director of the International Monetary Fund, 
effective on Mr. Gutt’s return from Europe. 

“T know you can view with a great deal of personal satisfaction your career in public 
service, crowned as it has been by your ceaseless efforts to make a real contribution to the 
stability of international trade through the International Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund, which hold so much promise to a world desperately anxious for a lasting 
yeace, 

, “You have filled with distinction your present assignment as United States representa- 
tive on the Board of Executive Directors of the International Monetary Fund, and your 
unfaltering efforts have been a source of great pride to me. 

“TI wish you the very best of luck and will feel free to call upon you from time to time 
for assistance in dealing with problems we will be continually facing in which your back 
ground and abilities make you peculiarly able to help us. 

“Very sincerely yours, 
“Harry S. TRUMAN.” 


Footnote continued on p. 1134, 
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Attorney General Browne.u. That could be. 

‘The CuarMman. Mr. Morris. you may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Brownell, in the course of your testimony you 
mentioned several individuals who are still at work in the Interna- 
tional Monetary Fund. I suppose that our security agencies have 
notified to the fullest all the interested parties about the fact that there 
is some evidence about these two gentlemen. When we had them be- 
_ our committee, William Henry Taylor and Irving Friedman were 

both still employed by the International Monetary Fund. 

Attorney General Brownext. As I understand it, at least as late 
as a month ago Taylor was still employed there. I would have to 
check the records on the other one. 

Mr. Morris. At any rate, all the security agencies have been alerted 
to the evidence for whatever it is? 

Attorney General Browne. Yes, before the end of January 1953. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the committee should know that we 
have called both of these gentlemen in executive session, but the sub- 
committee has felt that they are not completed cases as far as we are 
concerned. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions by any member of the 
committee ¢ 

Senator Burrter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask this question: 
Mr. Attorney General, are you in a position to evaluate the relative 
sensitivity of the position of the Assistant Secret: iry of the Treasury 
and a director of the International Monetary Fund? 

Attorney General Brownetu. The salary as Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury was ninety-six or ninety-eight Subtired dollars. 

Senator Burier. I am directing my question more to the ques- 
tion of sensitivity. 

Attorney General Brownewy. The salary of the other was about 
$17,000. That is one way to measure it. The other way to measure it— 
and I think a more accurate way—is to review the description I gave 
of the powers of that new position in my statement. They were 
very extensive. 

Senator Burrrr. In your opinion, then, a director of the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund is in a much more sensitive position than 
would be an Assistant Secretary of the Treasury ? 


“Following is the text of Mr. White's letter to the President: 
“MARCH 31, 1947. 

“DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I am writing to submit my resignation as United States Execu 
tive Director of the International Monetary Fund. I have for some time cherished the 
dea of returning to private enterprise but did not want to leave the Government until 
the Bretton Woods organizations, in which I am so deeply interested, were well launched. 
The work of the fund is now off to a good start. The period of active operations is just 
beginning, and this is an opportune time for my successor to take over. 

“In the absence of Mr. Gutt, who is in Europe on business for the fund, I am Acting 
Chairman and have promised to remain until he returns in the early part of May. 

“T want to thank you, Mr. President, for your confidence in me and for the opportunity 
you gave me, as Assistant Secretary of the Treasury and as United States Executive 
Director of the fund, to help bring the Bretton Woods proposals to realization. I shall 
continue to follow their work closely and will, of course, be glad to help any time I am 
ealled upon 

“It has been a source of satisfaction and encouragement to know of your keen interest 
in the fund and your policy of bending every effort toward achieving a stable and pros- 
perous world economy. I shall always remember with pleasure my connection with 
your administration. 

“Please accept my warm personal regards and good wishes. 

“Respectfully yours, 


“Harry D. WHITE.” 
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Attorney General Brownetu. I think Russia would have been very 
happy to know all of the information that was there. 

Senator Butter. I would like to point out that Mr. Truman said 
last night in talking about the relative sensitivity of those two posi- 
tions—he queried as to the sensitivity at all of the latter position. 
You apparently do not agree with that. It is a sensitive position. 

Attorney General Brownetu. I would call it a sensitive position. 
It is a matter of judgment. 

Senator Jounsron. I believe you said that the Russians would be 
glad to know that information. Didn’t they have a director there? 

Attorney General Brownetu. They did not have the confidential 
files of the United States Executive Director is what I was trying to 
point out. 

Senator Jounston. In what way would they not have a file that our 
director had ? 

Attorney General Brownetu. Each executive director has his own 
confidential files furnished by his own government. What I was try- 
ing to say and did not express too clearly is that they would like to 
know what was in our executive director’s confidential files. 

The Cuatrman. Any further questions by any member of the com- 
mittee or counsel ? 

Senator McClellan, you may proceed. 

Senator McCretian. Mr. Brownell, as I understand your testimony, 
you give a summary or your own evaluation of the memorandum that 
was attached to this letter of Febr uary 1, 1946, which constitutes the 
second 

Attorney General Brownetu. My idea of what the essential facts 
were. 

Senator McCreiian. That is your evaluation of the essential facts? 

Attorney General Browne i. Yes. 

Senator McCiettan. You are not prepared to make the whole docu- 
ment public? 

Attorney General Brownett. That is correct, for the reasons I have 
stated. 

Senator McCietian. May I inquire whether you consulted with the 
head of the FBI, Mr. Hoover, in making the evaluation of that report 
as you have stated in your testimony today ¢ 

Attorney General Brownetu. I accept full responsibility for the 
evaluation. I would like to have Mr. Hoover state his part in it. 

Senator McCiettan. What I am trying to determine is, is it your 
independent evaluation without consultation with the director of the 
FBI? 

Attorney General Brownetu. Yes. 

Senator McCietian. Would others evaluating it probably come to 
different conclusions to those you expressed ? 

Attorney General Brownetx. They might evaluate different parts 
differently, but I cannot see how any reasonable person, certainly with 
legal training, could reach a different result. 

Senator McCretian. You think there is little room for doubt or 
differences of opinion as to the import of the FBI report on Harry 
Dexter White? 

Attorney General Browneti. That is my judgment, Senator. 
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Senator McCretian. Then if I may go back to the beginning of 
your testimony, is this a correct quotation from your speech of 
November 6: 

Harry Dexter White was known to be a Communist spy by the very people 
who appointed him to the most sensitive and important position he ever held 
in the Government service. 

Attorney General Browne tt. I think that is a correct quotation of 
one sentence of my speech. 

Senator McCietxian. That is a correct quotation of one sentence of 
your speech ? 

Attorney General Browne... Yes. 

Senator McCietitan. When you used the term “the very people,” 
whom did you include? Who made the appointment and who did you 
include ? 

Attorney General Browne. The appointment was made by Mr. 
Truman. 

Senator McCietian. The appointment was made by Mr. Truman? 

Attorney General Brownett. Yes. 

Senator McCietitan. When you used the term “people,” it applied 
to former President Truman ? 

Attorney General Browne x. Yes. 

Senator McCietian. That is whom you meant? 

Attorney General Brownetu. Yes. 

Senator McCietian. The import of it was that Harry Dexter 
White at the time the appointment was made was known by Harry 
Truman to bea Communist spy. It that not correct? 

Attorney General Brownety. Yes. He said last night, as I heard 
his speech, that he had read the report. 

Senator McCrietian. Did you mean to convey that impression to 
the public and to the Nation when you made that statement that at 
the time President Harry Truman appointed Harry Dexter White 
that President Truman then knew him to be a Communist spy ? 

Attorney General Browne. That he had read the report and that 
any reasonable man reading that report would so conclude. 

Senator McCieitxtan. You used the word “knew”; was known to be. 

Then you believed at the time you made the statement, and you 
meant to convey that impression to the public, that at the time of the 
appointment Harry Dexter White was known to be a Communist spy 
by President Truman. 

Attorney General Browne.u. I don’t want you to put words in my 
mouth, Senator. 

Senator McCie.xan. Iam not. Iam using your words. 

Attorney General Browne. I want to say exactly what I meant, 
and I want to say it in my words because I am quite sure they are 
accurate. : 

Senator McCietian. I do not see how anyone can get any other 
impression from it except what I have just said. If there is any other 
impression to be gotten from it, will you tell me what it is? 

Attorney General Browne. I think that any reasonable person 
reading that report, especially if he had legal training, would have 
come to that conclusion. 

Senator McCrie.xian. I am not questioning yours. You did come 
to that conclusion and you expressed it. 
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Attorney General Browne vi. And I think anyone fairly would 

The Cuarrman. Didn’t Mr. Truman say last night he had read 
the report? 

Attorney General BrowneLu. Yes; that is what I heard him say. 

Senator McCuenzan. I am not questioning that. I am trying to 
determine why you go on and explain in your statement that you 
didn’t mean to convey that impression. 

Senator Jounston. When was the appointment made? 

The Cuatrman. Just a moment. There is a question pending. 

Senator McCie.xian. In your prepared statement you go on to 
explain that you didn’t mean to convey that impression to the public. 

Attorney General Brownety. I said exactly what I said in my 
statement. I did not impugn his loyalty and I did not intend to 
impugn his loyalty. 

Senator McCietian. Loyalty isone word. What other word would 
you use to state what you impugn ? 

Attorney General Browne t. Judgment. 

Senator McCiettan. Would you call it stupidity or laxity, or what 
other term would you use? 

Attorney Gener al BrowneELw. I used the word in my speech “blind- 
ness” which I think perhaps is an acurate way of stating my opinion. 

Senator McCiettan. Almost synonymous with stupidity ? 

Atorney General BrowNetu. Not in my opinion, no. Mr. Truman 
is not a stupid man. He was blind on this score, but he was not a 
stupid man and is not. 

Senator McCie.tan. Just blind on this score? 

Attorney General Brownetu. Yes. 

Senator McCietian. He either appointed a Communist spy know- 
ingly or he did not know it and according to your evaluation of the 
report that he had that was made available to him by the FBI, he 
could not have read that report and come to any other conclusion ex- 
cept that Harry Dexter White was a Communist spy. If he was not 
stupid, you are bound to believe that he would have come to that con- 
clusion had he read the report. Is that not what you meant to imply? 

Attorney General Browne... I think you pretty near said it. I 
prefer my own words, but I think you are getting pretty close to it. 
| Applause. | 

The CuHarrman. May we have order, please. 

Senator Johnston ? 

Senator McCietian. One more question. 

I wanted to clear up the confusion about whether you meant to 
make that charge or did not mean to make it. 

Attorney General Browne. I understand the question perfectly, 
and I think it was a very reasonable question. 

Senator Jounston. Mr. Brownell, I believe this nomination was 
sent in on January 23, 1946, is that true? 

Attorney General Browne, Yes. 

Senator JouNston. That was prior to this memo that was sent out 
on February 1, is that true? 

Attorney General Browne. Yes, and after the letter of November 
8 and the report of December 1. 

Senator Jounston. Now then, there was another report that went 
on February 4, 1946? 
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Attorney General Browne. Delivered on February 4. I believe 
it was dated February 1. 

Senator Jounston. Then he was confirmed in the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 6? 

Attorney General Brownett. That is right. 

Senator Jounston. Then his commission was held up until what 
time ¢ 

Attorney General Browne... Later that same month. 

Senator Jounsron. Do you know what took place during that pe- 
riod of time and why it was held up? 

Attorney General Browne t. I testified to certain facts. 

Senator Jounsron. What was that? 

Attorney General Browne... I have testified to certain occurrences. 

Senator Jounsron. You testified to certain occurrences there. Do 
you know whether or not the President had consultations with the 
Secretary of the Treasury and probably with the Secretary of State 
and probably also with Mr. Hoover of the FBI? 

Attorney General Brownett. I heard his words on that last night, 
and I have no reason to disbelieve them. 

Senator Jounston. Do you know, then, whether or not all of them 
came into agreement on what would be done at that time? Do you 
know or do you have any records of that ? 

Attorney General Brow NELL. I would like to have Mr. Hoover 

peak for himself. He is here and available to the committee. 

Senator Jounston. Now then, you also stated that at the time 
he knew he was a Communist spy, he was appointed, I believe that 
was the word ? 

Attorney General Browneity. Would you say that again? 

Senator Jounston. At the time he appointed him, he knew he 
was a Communist spy ? 

Attorney General BrowneLu. The exact quotation was given by 
Senator McClellan. 

Senator Jounston. Really and truly, when he made the ap- 
pointment, before the commission was made, none of these reports 
were on his desk; is that true ? 

Attorney General Browne.tu. I would be amazed if that were 
true. As I said in my statement, this top secret letter of Novem- 
ber 8 was addressed to General Vaughan and the first report of 
December 1 was sent to General Vaughan also. It dealt with about 
the most critical thing that has faced our country since the beginning 
of our Republic, a spy ring of substantial proportions in our Gov- 
ernment. : 

Senator Jounston. Have you read the report now of the Un- 
American Activities Committee of August 7, 1948% Have you read 
that report ? 

Attorney General Brownetu. Not recently, but I imagine I have. 

Senator Jounston. Did you know that in that report it said that no 
charge of Communist Party affiliations was made against Harry 
Dexter White in that report? 

Attorney General Brownetx. In which report is this? In the Un- 
American Activities 

Senator Jounston. The report in 1948. 

Attorney General BrowneLu. What did it refer to? 
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Senator Jounston. They were then questioning him and had all 
these different ones before them at that time. 

Attorney General Brownetu. I am glad to be able to be corrected 
on that. 

Senator Jounston. I would like if you would look into it, into that 
record, and see just what they did say at that time in that investigation. 

Now, do you know whether or not he was before the court ? 

Attorney General Browne. Yes, he testified before a grand jury. 

Senator Jounsron. He testified along with about 100 others. 

Attorney General Browne... There were many others. I do not 
know the exact number. 

Senator Jounston. What year was that in? 

Attorney General Browne. That was in 1947, I think. It is pos- 
sible it was in 1948. I think it was 1947, 

Senator Jounston. 1947, you think that was? 

Attorney General Browne.tL. Do you have the record on that, 
Senator, to help me on it ? 

Senator Jounston. The main thing I am getting at is that they had 
him before the grand jury. 

Attorney General Brownetn. Yes. 

Senator Jounston. He was investigated and they did not see fit 
to find at that time sufficient evidence to make out a probable case. Is 
that true? 

Attorney General Browne. Would you like an explanation of 
that? 

Senator Jounston. Yes, I would like for you to explain that. 

Attorney General Brownetu. I would be very glad to give it to you. 

When he came before the grand jury, of course, as I have made 
clear, I hope, in my original statement, much of this evidence against 
him was received by wiretap. Under the rules of the Federal courts, 
you cannot introduce before a grand jury or a Federal court in a 
criminal case, evidence obtained by wiretap or leads obtained from 
wiretap information. Therefore, that information was not available 
to the grand jury and, secondly, when the pressure came, when the 
conclusive evidence came of these papers in 1948, shortly after his 
death, of course that had not been discovered at that time. 

Senator Jonnston. You are speaking of the pumpkin papers? 

Attorney General BrowNne.i. Sometimes called the pumpkin 
papers, some of which I introduced into the record of the hearing 
today. 

Senator Jounston. Chambers testified just shortly before that time; 
did he not? 

Attorney General Brownety. He did not produce the pumpkin 
papers until a little later, including the ones in Harry Dexter White’s 
handwriting. 

Senator JonNnsron. Where was Dexter White at that time when 
they were found ? 

Attorney General Brownetu. He had died by that time. 

Senator Jounston. He had died before that time. The papers 
were presumably written by him ? 

Attorney General Browne. Yes. I don’t believe that has ever 
been questioned. 

Senator Jounston. But they were found after his death and not be- 
fore he died ? 
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Attorney General Brownetu. That is right, along with the Alger 
Hiss papers. 

Senator Jonnston. And you did not have that evidence until he 
had died? 

Attorney General Brownett. Yes. I tried to make that clear. 

The CuatrMan. Senator Butler? 

Senator Butter. Mr. Attorney General, will you go back to the col- 
loquy between you and Senator McClellan. I want to read you a 
passage from President Truman’s speech, or former President Tru- 
man’s speech of last night, and then ask you a question: 

With his duties thus restricted, he would be subject to the supervision of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and his position would be less important and much 
less sensitive, if it were sensitive at all, than the position then held by him as 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

The question I want to address to you is this: Does that passage not 
suggest to you a stubborn refusal on the part of Mr. Truman to recog- 
nize and cope with this question of Communist infiltration in the 
United States Government ? 

Attorney General Brownetu. I would not want to characterize it. 
His style is pretty well known to the American people, I think. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brownell, as a Senator, not only as a member 
of this committee but as a member of the United States Senate, I am 
interested in your reaction to this situation: These records that you 
have testified about being reported to the administrative branches 
of Government, what do you think about a situation where a man like 
Harry Dexter White, on Thursday, April 3, 1947, was permitted to 
assume a new high position in our Government? You see, the Senate 
confirmed this man, not knowing anything about the record about 
which you testified; nobody alerted the Senate that they were con- 
firming a Soviet espionage agent to a high, important position in this 
Government. Then besides that affrontery, on April 3, 1947, Harry 
Dexter White was permitted to testify before a Senate committee, a 
congressional committee, as an expert, and again no member of that 
committee had any knowledge of his espionage activities. In other 
words, what can be done to protect the people’s representatives from 
listening to and taking as an expert witness such a man as Harry 
Dexter White? 

Attorney General Brownetxt. You raise an important point there. 

The Cuatrman. That is of interest to me as a Senator, and I am sure 
it is to every other Member of the Senate. Would you give that some 
thought ? 

Attorney General Brownetu. I shall. 

The CHatrman. So in the future this body will not have to con- 
firm Soviet espionage agents, and be ignorant of the fact that they 
are Soviet espionage agents. 

Attorney General Brownett. I shall do that. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that Harry Dexter White made a trip 
to Latin America in February and March 1947? That was a year 
after his confirmation. According to our records, the purpose of 
this trip of Mr. White to Latin American countries as determined by 
the Board of the fund was to consult the member countries and to ob- 
tain information concerning their exchange practices including mul- 
tiple rates, exchange taxes, exchange spreads, black market, and bal- 
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ance of payment prospects. This decision at Mr. White’s 
trip was made by the fund Board on February 4 and 5, 1947. The 
records show that on February 11 to 13, he was in Costa Rica, on Feb- 
ruary 13 to the 16th he went to Nicaragua, February 16 and 17, he 
went to Guatemala, February 17 to 21 he returned to Mexico, Feb- 
ruary 21 to 23, he went to Panama, February 23 to 25, he went to Ecua- 
dor. He went to Peru on February 25 and stayed there until March 
3. He went to Bolivia on March 3, and stayed there to the 4th. He 
went to Peru and stayed there between March 4 and 6. He went to 
Chile on March 6 and 12. He arrived in Miami on March 13, and 
returned to Washington on March 13. 

Does your office have any facilities to keep a man under surveillance 
under those circumstances ? 

Attorney General Browne.u. Mr. Hoover is here and I would like 
to have him answer that question. 

Senator McCuetian. I would like to ask one more question, if I 
may. In view of the great public interest in this controversy or issue, 
I would like for you to state for the record your opinion of what con- 
structive public interest was served or you intended to be served by 
using the language that I have quoted previously from your speech 
of November 6. What constructive public interest did you have in 
mind would be served by you making such charges against a former 
President of the United States? 

Attorney General Browne tt. I think this is the best way to answer 
that question, Senator. I believe in freedom of information. I be- 
lieve that when a situation like this exists in Government, that no man 
in office, no matter how high his position, should withhold those 
facts if he can expose them without endangering the national security. 
I did not endanger the national security by doing what I did, and 
I hope and pray I have performed a significant public service. 

Senator McCieitan. May I ask you one other question. By reason 
of that statement having been made, it was a premeditated statement, 
of course. You had your remarks prepared, 1 assume. Did you have 
in mind that that public statement and charges against a former 
President of the United States could in any way now help rid this 
Government of Communist spies or espionage agents ? 

Attorney General Browne. By all means, yes. 

Senator McCieiian. You think that helps. 

The Cuairman. For our record, the committee which I referred 
to that Harry Dexter White testified before as an expert was the 
Committee on Finance of the United States Senate. 

The subcommittee has deliberated very carefully about the advisa- 
bility of calling the next witness. This man is the custodian of the 
Nation’s security, and as such must be kept out of every other activity. 
We feel that he should not be called before congressional committees 
except where in a situation urgently warrants, to clear up any possible 
imputation of irregularity. 

During the past few days there has been a w idely publicized rumor 
that Harry Dexter White was allowed to stay in office pursuant to 
an agreement worked out with Mr. J. Edgar Hoover. I stated on 
Friday that Mr. Hoover’s role in government was such that such an 
arrangement was outside the purview of his duties, but the reports 
have been persistent, so much so that it has been necessary for us 
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to complete our record and to ask him to give his account. We are 
concerned only with the facts which can now be disclosed and this 
subcommittee appreciates the necessity of keeping this man aloof 
from any controversy. 

For that reason we have requested Mr. Hoover to be here. We 
have made this request to the Attorney General, and we have done 
it only because we feel it is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. Hoover, would you be sworn to testify? Do you swear the 
testimony given in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and not hing but the truth, so he Ip j you God? 

Mr. Hoover. I do. 


STATEMENT OF J. EDGAR HOOVER, DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU 
OF INVESTIGATION, UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
ACCOMPANIED BY CLYDE TOLSON, ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, AND 
L. B. NICHOLS, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION 


The Cuarrman. For our records, will you state your full name? 

Mr. Hoover. John Edgar Hoover. 

The Cuarmman. And your present position? 

Mr. Hoover. Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
United States Department of Justice. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside ? 

Mr. Hoover. Washington, D. C. 

The Cuairman. Do you have a prepared statement ? 

Mr. Hoover. I do. 

The Cuairman. You may proceed with the reading of your pre- 
pared statement. 

Mr. Hoover. I have copies here for the committee. 

The CuarrmMan. We would appreciate it very much if you would 
distribute them. 

Mr. Hoover. As the members of this committee know, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation is a service agency. It does not make policy; 
it does not evaluate; it secures facts upon which determinations can 
be made by those officials of the United States Government who have 
the responsibility for taking whatever action is indicated. We do 
not inject ourselves into legislative matters. We do not express opin- 
ions or draw conclusions in our investigative reports. We have well- 
defined channels of official distribution through which we direct the 
results of our investigations. 

Since we are not an agency for decision as to action, we are legally, 
morally, and in good conscience obligated to relay all information 
and facts we secure to the responsible officials and agencies of gov- 
ernment. 

It is my duty to report to the Attorney General those matters in 
which he has a responsibility. It is likewise my duty, at the specific 
direction of the President, to report matters coming to our atten- 
tion which are of pertinent interest to the President. 

I mention these basic principles governing our operations since 
they have come into the public interest in connection with recent 
events and disclosures. 
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There is more involved here than the charges against one man, This 
situation has a background of some 35 years of infiltration of an alien 
way of life into what we have been proud to call our Constitutional 
Republic. Our American way of life, which has flourished under 
our Republic and has nurtured the blessings of a democracy, has been 
brought into conflict with the godless forces of communism. These 
Red Fascists distort, conceal, misrepresent, and lie to gain their 
point. Deceit is their very essence. This can never be understood 
until we face the realization that to a Communist there are no morals 
except those which further the world revolution directed by Moscow. 

The Harry Dexter White and related cases are in point. White 
was only one person on whom self-confessed Communist espionage 
agents informed—there were others. In this case, the sources who 
gave the information were co-conspirators and either became inactive 
or their identities must for the time being remain undisclosed. Cor- 
roboration in each instance was most difficult to secure, because the 
actual facts were known only to a limited group whose personal in- 
terests dictated concealment and who conveniently had the fifth 
amendment as a refuge. 

Coverage from an intelligence standpoint and an all-out open inves- 
tigation looking toward eventual prosecution, are entirely different 
things. It must be remembered that the acts occurring in the prewar 
years occurred while we were at peace. In the pertinent time period, 
our national climate was one conducive to the so-called united front. 
Communist-front organizations flourished to the point where it ap- 
peared that to belong, in certain circles, was to be stylish. 

Even today, the feeling is rife in some quarters that the FBI should 
not even be investigating the loyalty of Government employees. Over 
the years, the FBI has been the target of attack from persons both 
in and out of government because of its investigations of subversive 
activities. Even Harry Dexter White, when we interviewed him in 
March 1942, spent more time in denouncing investigations of Govern- 
ment employees than he did in furnishing facts. He observed that 
if the chairman of one congressional committee “was one-tenth as 
patriotic as I am, it would be a much better country.” 

The care, caution, and delicate approach necessary in such FBI 
investigations makes it difficult to develop full facts, particularly 
when those in possession of them declined to make full disclosures. 

The responsibilities for internal security assigned the FBI 
in 1939 by presidential directive were directed toward the times of 
emergency rather than periods of peace. That is the situation today. 
It is still legal for Communists to exercise the right of assembly, free 
speech, and free thought. 

On November 7, 1945, Miss Elizabeth Bentley advised special agents 
of the FBI in considerable detail of her own career as an espionage 
agent. On November 8, 1945, a letter bearing that date was delivered 
to Brig. Gen. Harry H. Vaughan, wherein it was stated: 

The Bureau’s information at this time indicates that the following persons 
were participants in this operation or were utilized by principals in this ring 
for the purpose of obtaining data in which the Soviet is interested. 

The name of Harry Dexter White was the second name mentioned 
in the list of names furnished. The concluding paragraph of this 
three-page letter stated: 
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Investigation of this matter is being pushed vigorously, but I thought that 
the President and you would be interested in having the foregoing preliminary 
data immediately. 

This communication was sent to General Vaughan in line with 
instructions conveyed to me by President Truman to call such matters 
in which he would have an interest to his attention through General 
Vaughan. I might add that the same practice so far as the FBI is 
concerned was followed during the administration of the late Presi- 
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt. In fact, this same procedure was followed 
during the administration of former President Herbert Hoover. 

Therefore there was nothing unusual or significant about my direct- 
ing a communication to General Vaughan at that time. 

In the meantime, our investigation of White and others mentioned 
by Miss Bentley and Whittaker Chambers, as well as those individuals 
on whom we had adverse information from equally reliable sources, 
continued. 

A detailed summary memorandum was then prepared consisting 
of 71 pages, exclusive of the index, setting forth the highlights of 
Soviet espionage in the United States. This memorandum, dated 
November 27, 1945, was delivered to General Vaughan by a special 
messenger on December 4, 1945. Copies of this memorandum were 
furnished to the Attorney General and certain other interested heads 
of Government agencies. This memorandum included information on 
Harry Dexter White. 

When we learned that Harry Dexter White’s name had been sent 
to the Senate for confirmation of his appointment as a United States 
delegate on the International Monetary Fund, we then consolidated 
the information in our files, secured from sources whose reliability has 
been established either by inquiry or long-established observation and 
evaluation, in a 28-page summary dated February 1, 1946, which was 
delivered to General Vaughan on February 4, 1946. The two-page 
cover letter of transmittal opened with this sentence: 

As of interest to the President and you, I am attaching a detailed memorandum 


hereto concerning Harry Dexter White, Assistant Secretary of the United States 
Treasury Department. 


The observation was made in this letter: 


As will be observed, information has come to the attention of this Bureau 
charging White as being a valuable adjunct to an underground Soviet espionage 
organization operating in Washington, D. C. 

From November 8, 1945, until July 24, 1946, seven communications 
went to the White House bearing on espionage activities, wherein 
Harry Dexter White’s name was specifically mentioned. 

During that same period, 2 summaries on Soviet espionage activi- 
ties went to the Treasury Department and 6 summaries went to the 
Attorney General on the same subject matter. 

The handling and reporting on the White case followed the Bu- 
reau’s traditional practice of reporting all facts and all information 
which had come to our attention, without evaluation or conclusions. 
I would like here to state that an FBI report is the presentation of 
information for evaluation by those who perform administrative 
duties and have executive responsibilities. 

The FBI, of course, has a duty to evaluate its sources of informa- 
tion. In the 28-page summary concerning White, dated February 1, 
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1946, delivered to General Vaughan on February 4, 1946, the informa- 
tion contained therein came from a total of 30 sources, the reliability 
of which had previously been established. 

In connection with the sources, I would like to mention one in 
particular, Miss Elizabeth Bentley. From the very outset, we estab- 
lished that she had been in a position to report the facts relative to 
Soviet espionage which she had done. We knew she was in contact 
with a top-ranking Soviet aera agent, Anatoli Gromov, the first 
secretary of the Soviet Embassy in Washington, D. C., as late as 
November 21, 1945, in New York City. At a previous meeting on 
October 17, 1945, Gromov had given her $2,000 to carry forth her 
work as an espionage agent. 

All information furnished by Miss Bentley, which was susceptible to 
check, has proven to be correct. She had been subjected to the most 
searching of cross-examinations; her testimony has been evaluated 
by juries and reviewed by the courts and has been found to be ac- 
curate. 

Miss Bentley’s account of White’s activities was later corroborated 
by Whittaker Chambers and the documents in White’s own hand- 
writing concerning which there can be no dispute, lend credibility to 
the information previously reported on White. Subsequent to White’s 
death on August 16, 1948, events transpired which produced facts of 
an uncontradictable nature which clearly established the reliability of 
the information furnished by the F BI in 1945 and 1946. 

It must be remembered that in the period from November 8, 1945, 
to February 22, 1946, our first concern was to safeguard the Govern- 
ment from infiltration by subversive elements, and in this approach, 
the objective of pointing attention to security risks must not be con- 
fused with prosecutive action. During this period the FBI was con- 
cerned with protecting the Government’s secrets and preventing such 
infiltration. In fact, I took a strong stand because of premature dis- 
closures that would result if prosecution were initiated, for the fol- 
lowing reasons: 

1. The evidence necessary to sustain convictions in indictments for 
law violation is entirely different from that necessary to establish the 
existence of security risks in sensitive posts in the Government. 

2. Some of the evidence, while of an irrefutable nature, was not ad- 
missible in a court of law. 

Now to return to Harry Dexter White. In a conversation on Feb- 
ruary 21, 1946, the Attorney General informed me that he had spoken 
with the then Secretary of the Treasury, the late Chief Justice Fred 
Vinson, and the President, about White. The Attorney General 
stated he felt the President should personally tell White that it would 
be best for him not to serve. I told the Attorney General I felt it 
was unwise for White to serve. The Attorney General then stated he 
would like to confer with Judge Vinson and me on the following day, 
February 22, 1946. 

I had luncheon on February 22, 1946, in the Attorney General’s 
office with Judge Vinson and the Attorney General, at which time 
there was a lengthy conference. I was told that the problem was 
what could be done to prevent White from taking his oath of office. 
Judge Vinson did not want Mr. White to serve as a United States 
delegate on the International Monetary Fund and, in fact, did not 
want him to continue as an Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

32918°—54—pt. 16-6 
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On the other hand, Judge Vinson stated that the President could 
be forced to sign the commission since the Senate had confirmed 
White’s appointment. I advised Judge Vinson and the Attorney 
General that the character of the ev y nce was such that it should not 
be publicly disclosed at that time in view of the confidential sources 
involved. 

It was the opinion of Judge Vinson and the Attorney Gener e as 
expressed that day at luncheon, that the Secretary of State, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and the Attorney General would arrange to 
see the President as soon as possible; outline to him exactly what the 
situation was and they would suggest to the President that there 
were three alternatives: 

One, the President could dismiss White and make no statement; 
two, the President could send for White and tell him he had changed 
his mind and that he desired White to resign and not serve; and, three, 
the President could sign the commission, instruct the Attorney Gen- 
eral to continue the investigation vigorously and instruct the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that he, as Governor of the National Advisory 
Council on International Monetary and Financial Problems and of 
the International Bank, should take steps to see that any persons se- 
lected for appointment should not be appointed except with approval 
of the Governor. 

It was realized, of course, that should the President follow the 
second alternative and White should refuse to resign, the President 
might then sign the commission and take the same action as con- 
a in the third alternative. 

I did not enter into any agreement to shift White from his position 
in the Treasury Department to the International Monetary Fund. 
This was not within my purview. I was at the meeting to furnish 
facts, which I did. There was no agreement, while I was present, 
between the Attorney General and Judge Vinson, other than that they 
should see the President with the See retary of State and suggest the 
three alternatives mentioned above. I was not present in any dis- 
cussions with the President concerning this matter. 

I was advised on February 26, 1946, by the Attorney General that 
he had seen the President and that an effort would be made to remove 
Harry Dexter White, although the Attorney General expressed doubt 
that this would work out. 

The Attorney General further stated to me on February 26, 1946, 
that he felt that White would go into the job and then would be sur- 
rounded with persons who were especially selected and were not 
security risks. He further stated that the President was interested 
in continuing the surveillance. I might add White had been under 
surveillance as early as November 1945. I stated if that was the 
desire, we would continue the investigation. 

At no time was the FBI a party to an agreement to promote Harry 
Dexter White and at no time did the FBI give its approval to such an 
agreement. Such an agreement on the part of the FBI would be 
inconceivable. If this principle were applied to White, it would, of 
necessity, have applied to others who had similarly been involved in 
this particular investigation, who were dismissed from Government 
service when their subversive activities were discovered. Those dis- 
missals occurred in March 1946, June 14 and 18, 1946, July 1946 and 
September 25, 1946. 
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At no time did the FBI interpose objections to such dismissals. 
No restrictions were placed upon the agencies wherein action was 
taken. All that we asked was that sources of information be protected. 

Had it been the intent of the FBI to handle the Harry Dexter White 
and other related cases solely as an intelligence operation, the wide- 
spread dissemination of information that was furnished to various 
branches of the Government by the FBI would not have been under- 
taken. 

Under date of February 26, 1946, I advised the Attorney General 
by telephone and subsequently by memorandum, of the receipt of in- 
formation from a confidential source reflecting the possibility that 
Harry Dexter White might have received some notice of either the 
cancellation or impending cancellation of his appointment as a United 
States delegate to the International Monetary Fund. That informa- 
tion is absolutely reliable. I did not know whether anything had 
been said to White or whether any action had been taken to cancel 
his appointment. 

The decision to retain White was made by a higher Government 
authority. Obviously, if a higher authority elec ted to shift a man 
rather than fire him, if he was suspect, then it would go without saying 
that the FBI would continue our investigation as best we could. 

If in fact there was any agreement to move White from the Treas- 
ury Department to the international Monet: ary Fund to aid in the 
FBI investigation and to surround White with persons who were not 
security risks, then the agreement would have been broken very early 
because Mr. Virginius Frank Coe, a close associate of Harry Dexter 
White, became the Secretary of the International Monetary Fund in 
June 1946, which position he held until December 3, 1952, when he 
was dismissed after invoking the fifth amendment in an appearance 
before this same committee here last December. It is particularly 
significant that he declined to answer questions regarding his relation- 
ship with White. Information on Coe had been furnished to the 
White House as early as February 25, 1946; to the Attorney General, 
February 23, 1946, and Febru: ary 25, 1946, and to the Treasury De- 
partment as early as March 4, 1946. He received his appointment as 
indicated in June 1946. 

From the foregoing, it is clear that the FBI called to the attention 
of the appropriate authorities the facts, as alleged by reliable sources, 
which were substantial in pointing to a security risk, as they occurred. 
It is equally clear that the FBI did not depart from its traditional 
position of making no evaluation, and was not a party to any agree- 
ment to keep W hite in public service. 

That concludes my statement. 

The Cuarman. On behalf of the committee, Mr. Hoover, we want 
to thank you for appearing here at our request. Because of the atti- 
tude that I recently expressed in calling you, we want to confine our 
hearing to this particular matter. Weare appreciative of your coming 
here and throwing enlightenment on this very important subject. 

Mr. Hoover. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Any questions? 

Senator Burter. I would like to ask one question. What opportu- 
nity did the FBI have after Mr. White’s transfer to the Monetary 
Fund to observe his activities ? 
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Mr. Hoover. I may say, Senator Butler, that the FBI, as I indi- 
cated in my formal statement, had initiated an investigation and sur- 
veillance of Mr. White in November 1945. He was appointed in the 
early part of 1946. We continued our surveillance and investigation 
of Mr. White through 1946 and at times in 1947 and 1948, but I must 
point out that while he was a member of the United States Monetary 
Commission, the premises of that Commission are extraterritorial, 
and the FBI does not have any right to follow any employee or any 
person onto the property of that Commission. We are under the same 
restrictions in regard to the United Nations. 

Senator Butter. Therefore, his appointment hampered your inves- 
tigation rather than helped it? 

Mr. Hoover. We were certainly hampered as far as surveillances 
were concerned. 

The Cuarrman. Also hampered in regard to Mr. Frank Coe, be- 
cause as I understand, you reported that he was a security risk; and 
in spite of that, he was appointed in June 1946, I believed you stated, 
to the Monetary Fund. 

Mr. Hoover. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. I might say that the 
same problem is faced today by the FBI in conducting investigations 
of espionage activities of members who are attached to the delegations 
of the United Nations. 

The Cuarrman. Sir, we run into the same problem in our com- 
mittee. 

Senator Butter. Do you have any doubt as to the sensitivity of 
that agency ? 

Mr. Hoover. I frankly know very little about the operations of 
the agency, Senator. I would not want to express any opinion for 
that reason. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions? Senator McClellan? 

Senator McCietitan. Mr. Hoover, you were present, were you not, 
when Attorney General Brownell testified ? 

Mr. Hoover. I was. 

Senator McCuietian. You heard his summary or his evaluation of 
the memorandum regarding Mr. White that you submitted to the 
President, the second memorandum 

Mr. Hoover. February 4. 

Senator McCie.ian. February 1. 

Mr. Hoover. Dated February 1 and delivered on February 4. 

Senator McCiet.an. Would you say that his evaluation and con- 
clusions as testified to here were well warranted by that memorandum ? 

Mr. Hoover. Senator, you are asking me to violate the very tradi- 
tion which I have meticulously adhered to over the years, namely, 
that I will refuse to evaluate the contents of any report. 

Senator McCie.ian. I did not mean to do that. 

Mr. Hoover. I understand that. I could not answer that question. 

Senator McCieiian. I anticipated you might answer it that way, 
but I thought in view of the fact that you had supplied the informa- 
tion, that your Department had supplied it, and he evaluated it, it 
would be interesting to know if you placed the same evaluation on it; 
and yet you cannot make comment on that? 

Mr. Hoover. I may point out that in my statement I did refer to 
the fact that in my conference with the then Attorney General in 
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February 1946, when the Attorney General indicated he thought Mr. 
White should not serve, I stated I thought he was also unfit. That 
is as far as I went. 

Senator McCieitian. May I ask you this further question. As I 
understand your testimony, ‘there was never any conference with you 
or any suggestion to you for any arrangements with the FBI that 
the man be kept in Government service in order to afford the FBI 
an opportunity for further surveillance? 

Mr. Hoover. That is absolutely correct. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I have some questions. 

Mr. Hoover, you stated in your statement today that from Novem- 
ber 8, 1945, until July 24, 1946, 7 communications went to the White 
House be: ring on espionage activities wherein Harry Dexter White's 
name was specific ally mentioned, 

Mr. Hoover. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. I think in the course of your statement also you struck 
an emergency note in several of those. Knowing your function and 
knowing what the function of the FBI is, could you tell us if there 
was anything more that you could have done to alert the executive 
branch of the Government to the dangerous underlying security 
situation which you have so well desc ribed here today ? 

Mr. Hoover. As I indicated, when the letter of November 8, 1945, 
was written, that was the so- called preliminary flash of the fact that 
there was a risk to the security of the country as indicated by informa- 
tion received by us from reliable informants. That was followed 
by two memorandums delivered on December 4, 1945, and February 
4, 1946. As additional information came in during the subsequent 
months, that information was compiled in report or letter form and 
transmitted, as I have indicated in my statement, to the White House, 
to the Attorney General, and to the Treasury Department, about 
Harry Dexter White. That is our regular procedure. 

Mr. Morris. And there is nothing more you can do, is that right? 

Mr. Hoover. There is nothing more I can do. All I can do is 
submit the information. We do not evaluate, we do not recommend. 
We do not reach any conclusions as to the information contained in 
the reports. 

Mr. Morris. If you had made a public protest of any kind, you 
would have been clearly outside of the scope of your authority 4 

Mr. Hoover. It would have been most presumptuous to make a 
public protest. I am merely a subordinate official of the Attorney 
General. I do not make the policy. I am advised of the policy to 
be followed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Hoover, we have asked Mr. Brownell if he would 
supply us with certain information concerning some of the other 
individuals involved in our investigation, namely, Mr. Glasser, Mr. 
Coe, Mr. Victor Perlo, and several others. As far as you know, if 
we continue to bring forth into the record the various details on these 
people who have been exposed and who are some of the cases brought 
before the committee, there will be no violation of security arrange- 
ments as far as you know? 

Mr. Hoover. I would think there would be no violation of security 
arrangements so far as indicating to the committee the dissemination 
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of those reports. I would be very much opposed to the production 
of the actual report. I have always resisted that. 

Mr. Morris. That is; as we have been doing ? 

Mr. Hoover. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. Any further questions? Senator McClellan, any 
further questions ¢ 

Senator McCLetian. No. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sourwine? 

Mr. Sourwine. I have just one question. 

Mr. Hoover, in your prepared statement you may remember at the 
top of page 8, as the c opy was handed out, you said, 

In fact, I took a strong stand because of premature disclosures that would 
result if prosecution were initiated, for the following reasons. 

It occurs to me that there is a possible room for misunderstanding 
there, and I want to ask if this is a correct understanding of what you 
say. You took a strong stand in favor of ousting subversives from 
Government without waiting for a trial or for sufficient evidence to 
convict in court ? 

Mr. Hoover. I was opposed, Mr. Sourwine, to the disclosure, either 
as new items—and there had been a number of leaks that had ema- 
nated from the Department of Justice and other agencies of the Gov- 
ernment, upon cases in which we were then actively engaged. I also 
opposed the production in court at that time, or presentation to a 
grand jury, of some of this material, because of its highly confidential 
sources. Those sources could not be produced in court because of the 
nature of them. That is the position I took as to that. I never did at 
any time, and the records of the Bureau will conclusively sustain this 
statement, ever recommend to any agency of the Government or ask 

any agency of the Government to retain in its service any employee to 
aid the FBI in the conduct of any investigation. 

The Cuamman. Any further questions ? 

If not, we thank you, Mr. Hoover, for appearing, and you are 
excused. 

Mr. Hoover. Thank you very much, indeed. 

The Cuatrman. In its report on “Interlocking Subversion in Gov- 
ernment Departments,” the subcommittee said this: 

Almost all of the persons exposed by the evidence had some connection which 
could be documented with at least one—and generally several—other exposed 
persons. They used each other’s names for reference on applications for Federal 
employment. They hired each other. They promoted each other. They raised 
each other’s salaries. They transferred each other from bureau to bureau, from 
department to department, from congressional committee to congressional com- 
mittee. They assigned each other to international missions. They vouched for 
each other’s loyalty and protected each other when exposure threatened. They 
often had common living quarters. There was a group that played handball 
together. There was another group whose names appeared together in a tele- 
phone finder (p. 21, report). 

Harry Dexter White was at the center of all this activity. His name 
was used for reference by other members of the ring, when they made 
applications for Federal employment. He hired them. He promoted 
them. He raised their salaries. He transferred them from bureau to 
bureau, from department to department. He assigned them to inter- 
national missions. He vouched for their loyalty and protected them 
when exposure threatened. He played handball with them. His name 
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appeared, along with those of Frank Coe, Harold Glasser, Harry 
Magdoff, Lee Pressman, Abraham George Silverman, and William 
Ludwig Ullmann, in the telephone finder of Nathan Gregory Silver- 
master. A ; 

All of these latter were named as participants in the Communist 
underground conspiracy in Government by either Elizabeth Bentley 
or Whittaker Chambers, or by both. All of them, save Pressman, in- 
voked the fifth amendment, on grounds of self-incrimination, when 
asked on the witness stand about the Bentley-Chambers statements. 
Pressman acknowledged that he had been a Communist while serving 
in Government. 

Here are White’s own comments made when he appeared before the 
Committee on Un-American Activities, August 13, 1948, about these 
and other persons accused of participation in the conspiracy. 

Solomon Adler: “He has worked for me for some 10 years.” 

Frank Coe: “I tried to get him to leave his teaching and come to the Treasury 
when the war broke out * * * He happened to be my assistant * * * A very 
charming chap and a very fine chap * * * A man of fine character.” 

(Coe refused, on grounds of self-incrimination, to acknowledge all 
connections with White when he appeared before the subcommittee in 
New York City on October 24, 1952. He also refused on the same 
grounds to answer a question as to whether he is “presently engaged 
in subversive activities” (Hearings on Activities of United States 
Citizens Employed by the United Nations, p. 240).) 

Lauchlin Currie: “I have known Lauchlin Currie for many years. He and 
I taught at Harvard together and were students there together.” 

Irving Kaplan: “We used to play ball.” 

(Kaplan also refused to acknowledge any connection with White, 
his former superior in the Treasury’s Division of Monetary Research, 
when he appeared before the subcommittee. Like Coe, Kaplan said 
it might incriminate him to answer truly the question as to whether he 
was presently engaged in espionage against the United States (p. 12, 
Report on Interlocking Subversion in Government Departments).) 

Abraham George Silverman: “I asked his superior whether he could not 
release him for a couple of months to help us get started.” 

William H. Taylor: “Bill Taylor worked for us.” 

William L. Ullmann: “Ullmann I employed, knowing him myself.” 

Victor Perlo: “He was taken on (by the Division of Monetary Research) if 
I remember correctly, because they needed somebody to concentrate on the 
possibilities of boom and bust in the United States.” 

(As the report on “Interlocking Subversion in Government De- 
partments” points out on page 32, Perlo is “now an open propagandist 
for the Soviet world conspiracy.” He invoked the fifth amendment 
on all questions concerning his participation in the conspiracy.) 

Lee Pressman: “I know Lee Pressman well.” 

Alger and Donald Hiss: “I know them both.” 

Sonia Gold: “She worked for the Division for a while.” 

Harold Glasser: “Harold Glasser was employed in my division. * * * The 
FBI came to see me about him. I do not remember the year; must have been 
close to 1940. * * * They wanted to know whether he was—I imagine what they 
were attempting to ascertain was whether he was a Communist. * * * And their 
questions were in that direction, whether in my judgment he had done anything 
that could be regarded as disloyal or anything of that kind. I said no, that 
Glasser was and Glasser is an extremely competent and able economist, one 
that I was very proud to have in my service.” 








11 





52 INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
(In Glasser’s testimony before the subcommittee, it was shown by 
documents that he had been repeatedly promoted, given salary raises, 
and “excellent” ratings by White. White also sent Glasser on Inter- 
national missions for the Treasury. Glasser refused to acknowledge 
any connection with White when he testified before the committee, on 
grounds of self-incrimination. ) 

Nathan Gregory Silvermaster: “I was in his home a number of times. * * * 
He visited in my home a number of times * * * It was either 1942 or 1943—I do 
not think it was as late as 1944; I think 1942 or 1943—Mr. Silvermaster spoke to 
me saying that he was being asked to resign from the Board of Economic Warfare 
on the ground that he was being accused of being a Communist; and he asked 
whether I could not be of some assistance to get his name cleared. He had never 
impressed me as a Communist ; he was an able economist and interested in world 
affairs. We had many discussions. 

“IT said to him—well, I was a little taken aback, and I said, ‘Well, are you a 
Communist.’ He said, ‘No.’ I said, ‘Well, what is there that you can give me or 
show me or what charges have been made? I cannot do anything for you unless 
I know something about your background, more than I did.’ He said he would 
send me a copy of a reply which he made, I think, to the Civil Service Commission. 
I am not quite sure. 

“He subsequently sent me a 10- or 20-page—It was a fairly long statement, in 
which there was, prefacing each paragraph, an allegation or a claim or a state- 
ment, apparently made by somebody, I would judge from the paper that he had 
access to the charge that was made. And then his reply was set up there. 

“After reading the reply it convinced me of the integrity of the man and that 
he was not a Communist. 

“T then went to Mr. Herbert Gaston, who was Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, and on the Loyalty Board, and a fairer and more conscientious man 
never served the Government, as anybody who knows or who happened to know 
Mr. Herbert Gaston would testify. I went to him and I said this man was being 
asked to resign from the Board—I think it was subsequent to that—and I said 
he was being asked to resign now. * * *” 

(A short while after the events described here, White took Silver- 
master with him to Bretton Woods, N. H., “to act as one of the tech- 
nical secretaries to the United States delegation of the United Na- 
tions Monetary and Financial Conference” (hearings, p. 174.) 
Silvermaster has been repeatedly identified by Miss ‘Bentley and 
others as a key figure in the Soviet underground apparatus almost 
since the days of the Russian Revolution. He pleaded self-incrimina- 
tion to all questions about his conspiratorial activities. ) 

The subcommittee learned that the Federal Bureau of Investig: 
tion received derogatory security information concerning White—es 
well as Alger Hiss, Magdoff, Halperin, and Glasser, as long ago as 
1941 and 1942. In 1945, Elizabeth Bentley told her story of the 
Communist underground in Govenrment, w ith White as a key figure, 
to the Federal Bureau of Inv estigation. Miss Bentley and Whittaker 
Chambers subsequently made re epeated identifications of White as a 
Communist conspirator in many public hearings before this and 
other committees of Congress. Miss Bentley told the subcommittee 
that White was one of “our best avenues” for placing concealed Com- 
munists in strategic Government positions. She also told the subcom- 
mittee that White got secret information for transmittal to the Soviets 
from “at least 7 or 8 agencies” because he had persuaded Secretary 
Morgenthau to exchange this information (Rept., pp. 4 and 18). 

White made a blanket denial of all connections with the Commu- 
nist underground when he took the witness stand in 1948. A few 
days after his denial, White died. Subsequently, notes written in his 
own hand were found among the “pumpkin papers” which Chambers 
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produced to prove the assertion that they supplied him (Chambers) 
with stolen Government documents for transmittal to Moscow (IPR 
hearings, p. 5489 ff). 

In his 11 years of Government employment, White rose from eco- 
nomic analyst in the Treasury et $5,700 per annum to Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Treasury at $9,000 (Government hearings, p. 947). 

In 1945, White was nominated by the President of the United States 
for the newly created post of United States Executive Director of the 
International Monetary Fund (ibid.). The New York Times of 
April 9, 1947, reported that he had received this post, “as a reward for 
his work.” 

Here are some of the roles White played as a Government official : 

On September 30, 1941, the Department of State chose White as chief 
of an economic mission to the Government of Cuba “in connection with 
monetary and banking questions” (hearings, p. 952 

On December 15, 1941, Secretary of the Treasury Morgenthau, 
ordered him to “assume full responsibility for all matters with which 
the Treasury Department has to deal having a bearing on foreign 
relations” (report, p. 29). 

On February 25, 1943, Secretary Morgenthau instructed White “to 
take supervision over and assume full responsibility for Treasury’s 
participation in all economic and financial matters (except matters 
pertaining to depository facilities, transfer of funds and war expendi- 
tures) in connection with the operations of the Army and Navy and 
the civilian affairs in the foreign areas in which our Armed Forces are 
operating or are likely to operate. “This will, of course,” wrote the 
Secretary, “include general liaison with the State Department, Army 
and Navy, and other departments or agencies and representatives of 
foreign governments on these matters” (report, p. 30). 

He was also the official Treasury representative on the following 
interdepartmental and international bodies: The Interdepartmental 
Lend-Lease Committee; the Canadian-American Joint Economic Com- 
mittee; the Executive Committee on Commercial Policy; the Execu- 
tive Committee and Board of Trustees of the Export-Import Bank; 
the Interdepartmental Committee on Inter-American Affairs; the Na- 
tional Resources Committee; the Price Administration Committee; 
the Committee on Foreign Commerce Regulations; the Interdepart- 
mental Committee on Post-War Economic Problems; the Committee 
on Trade Agreements; the National Munitions Control Board; the 
Acheson Committee on International Relief; the Board of Economic 
Warfare; the Executive Committee on Economic Foreign Policy; the 
Liberation Areas Committee; the OSS Advisory Committee; the 
United States Commercial Corporation; the Interdepartmental Com- 
mittee on Planning for Coordinating the Economie Activities of 
United States Civilian Agencies in Liberated Areas (report, p. 30). 

When the Treasury sought a man to represent it as adviser to the 
United States delegation at the founding of the United Nations in 
San Francisco, White was chosen. 

Between 1935 and 1943, White made many trips abroad, in both 
hemispheres, on behalf of the United States Government. He went to 
France, Belgium, the Netherlands, and the British Isles, to north 
Africa and South Africa, to Cuba, Brazil, and Mexico. 
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In February and March of 1947, White visited Costa Rica, Nica- 
ragua, Guatemala, Mexico, Panama, Ecuador, Peru, Bolivia, and Chile. 
He traveled as a representative of the International Monetary Fund, 
for the purpose of consultation on exchange practices with the various 
member countries 

On April 3, 1947, White appeared as United States Executive Direc- 
tor of the International Monetary Fund before the Committee on 
Finance of the United States Senate. The committee was inquiring 
“into the relationship of the trade agr eements system and the pro- 
posed international organization char ter.’ 

The questioning related entirely to this subject. There was nothing 
in the record to indicate that any Senator had been appprised of the 
fact that White was a key figure in the Communist underground ap- 
paratus. 

On November 12, 1953, the Senate Committee on Banking and 
Currency issued a statement with respect to the contents of the 
committee files relative to the nomination of Harry Dexter White, of 
Maryland, to be United States Executive Director of the International 
Monetary Fund. 

The statement said: 

A check has been made of all the committee files. There is no record that a 
hearing was held on the nomination or that the nominee appeared before the 
committee or that a biographical sketch was submitted on behalf of the nominee. 

The nomination reference and report card in the committee files contains the 
following pencil notations: “OK Tydings” and “OK Radcliffe.” This appears 
to be in line with the customary practice of senatorial committees to check with 
the home-state Senators of all nominees before taking action. 

The Cuarrman. That concludes the making of our record for today. 
I believe the evidence and the testimony that we have heard here 
today will be of great benefit to this committee in its future work, 
which we intend to continue in the same careful manner in which this 
committee has been operating for the past 3 years. 

So at this time, if there is no further business 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I announce to the committee that 
tomorrow the committee plans to introduce into the record certain 
letters written by John Snyder, former Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. Snyder has been asked if he will appear here tomorrow at 10:30 
in executive session, and 11 o’clock in open session, to add any testi- 
mony of his to the letters as they go into the record. 

The CuatrMan. At this time we will stand adjourned until 10:30 
tomorrow morning, when we will meet in executive session, followed by 
an open session at 11 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 4:46 p. m., the hearing was recessed until 10: 30 
a. m., Wednesday, November 18, 1953. 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1953 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SuBcoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act AND Oruer INTERNAL 
Securiry Laws oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 11 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 315 
Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Hendrickson, Butler of Maryland, and 
Johnston of South Carolina. 

Present also: Robert Morris, chief counsel; J. G. Sourwine, com- 

’ 
mittee counsel; Benjamin Mandel, research director; and Robert 
McManus, professional staff member. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

This session was called, among other things, for the purpose of put- 
ting into the record certain correspondence from the former Secre 
tary of the Treasury, John W. Snyder. 

Mr. Snyder was not subpenaed to be here tod: iy, but I did try to 
reach him at his home and office by phone yesterday in an effort to see 
if he could come before the subcommittee to see if he had some ex- 
planation of these very serious letters signed by him. I was unable 
to reach him by phone and I sent telegrams, both to his home and to 
his office. Late last evening I received this telegram, dated Toledo, 

Jhio, November 17, whic rant to reac oO our record: 
Ohio, November 17, which I want to read into our record 

Your telegram received too late for me to arrange my affairs to permit me to 
accept your invitation to be present at 10:30 a. m. tomorrow at the executive 
session of your committee. In connection with your present hearings, however, 
I want you to point out that the record clearly shows that within approximately 
18 months after I became head of the Treasury Department and its 116,000 
employees, to the best of my knowledge all suspected subversives were separated 
from the Department and none have been found, so I am advised, in the De 
partment since I left. I shall, of course, be happy to furnish your committee 
any facts in my possession which you desire and to answer any questions you or 
your committee may wish to ask me. 

Signed “John W. Snyder.” 

Now, Mr. Morris, since Mr. Snyder is not here, I suggest that we go 
ahead and complete our record on these letters referred to. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I might say that some of these letters 
are in the record and others are not in the record. I would like at 
this time to read all the pertinent letters in order that they may appear 
at this point in the record of the hearings. 
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However, Mr. Chairman, I think at the very outset before reading 
the letters about Harold Glasser I would like also to put in the record 
the summary in our report on Harold Glasser so that the committee 
will understand very clearly the relations between these letters and 
Harold Glasser. 

The Cuairman. Proceed. “ 

Mr. Morris. In the July 30, 1953, report, this committee sum- 
marized the Harold Glasser case as follows: 

The November, 1945, security memorandum made reference to 
Harold Glasser in 1945. It read: 


Bentley advised that members of this [the Perlo] group had told her that 
Hiss, of the State Department, had taken Harold Glasser, of the Treasury 
Department, and two or three others, and had turned them over to direct 
control by the Soviet represenatives in this country. 


Our report reads: 


When Miss Bentley appeared before the subcommittee in 1951 and 1952, she 
testified in greater detail about Glasser: 

“Miss BenTLEY. In 1944 I took a group of people I called the Perlo group * * *, 
One of the members of this group was a Mr. Harold Glasser in the Treasury. 
In the process of checking everyone's past, I found that Mr. Glasser had, at one 
time, been pulled out of that particular group and had been turned over to a 
person whom both Mr. Perlo and Charles Kramer refused to tell me who it was, 
except that he was working for the Russians, and later they broke down and 
told me it was Alger Hiss” (I. P. R. hearings, pp. 441-442). 


Now, Whittaker Chambers, testifying before the committee under 
oath, stated that he had met Harold Glasser. 
In his book, Witness, published in 1952, Chambers writes: 


Harry Dexter White was the least productive of the four original sources. 
Through George Silverman, he turned over material regularly, but not in great 
quantity. Bykov fumed— 

I might mention for the benefit of the committee that Bykov is 
Colonel Bykov, who was the top man in the Soviet Military Intelli- 
gence in this country at that time— 


but there was little that he could do about it. As a fellow traveler, White was 
not subject to discipline. Bykov suspected, of course, that White was holding 
back material. Bykov said, “You must control him”’—in the sense in which 
police “control” passports, by inspecting them. 

I went to J. Peters, who was in Washington constantly in 1937, and whom 
I also saw regularly in New York. 


The Cuarrman. Who was J. Peters? 

Mr. Morris. J. Peters was one of Whittaker Chambers’ superiors 
in the underground. I believe he was a Hungarian Communist. 

Mr. Morris (continuing the reading) : 


I explained the problem to him and asked for a Communist in the Treasury 
Department who could “control” White. Peters suggested Dr. Harold Glasser, 
who certainly seemed an ideal man for the purpose, since he was White's assist- 
ant, one of several Communists whom White himself had guided into the 
Treasury Department. 

Peters released Dr. Glasser from the American Communist underground and 
lent him to the Soviet underground. Glasser soon convinced me that White 
was turning over everything of importance that came into his hands. Having 
established that fact, I simply broke off relations with Dr. Glasser. Later on, 
he was to establish a curious link between the underground apparatuses, current 
and past. Testifying before the McCarran committee in 1952, Elizabeth Bentley 
told this story. In 1944, she was working with what she identified as the Perlo 
group (after Victor Perlo of the former Ware group). In the Perlo group was 
Dr. Harold Glasser. At one point Miss Bentley had made a routine check of 
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the past activities of all the group members. The check showed that Dr. Glasser 
had once worked with a man whom both Victor Perlo and Charles Kramer (also 
a member of the group) at first refused to identify beyond saying that the un- 
known man was working with the Russians * * * 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee’s report continues as follows : 

Glasser was subpenaed by the subcommittee on April 14, 1953, and invoked his 
privilege against self-incrimination when asked about all of this evidence and 
information. He also refused under privilege to tell the subcommittee the cir- 
cumstances surrounding his Government assignments within the United States 
or abroad. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the letters I am referring to are as follows: 

The first is dated August 22, 1946. It is a letter from John W. 
Snyder, Secretary of the Treasury, to Mr. Harold Glasser, Assistant 
Director of the Division of Monetary Research, Treasury Department. 

The CuarrMan. What is the date of that letter ? 

Mr. Morris. August 22, 1946, Mr. Chairman. 

The letter reads as follows: 

Str: You are hereby appointed Director of Monetary Research with compensa- 
tion at the rate of $10,000 per annum, payable from the appropriation “exchange 
Stabilization fund” effective today. 

Very truly yours, 
JoHN W. SNYDER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Crarrmay, I think our record should show when Mr. Snyder 
became Secretary of the Treasury. Do we have that information? 

Mr. Morris. The best information I have, Mr. Chairman, is that 
he became Secretary of the Treasury in June 1946. I do not know the 
exact date. I had intended to ask him here today, but as you know, 
he is not here. 

Mr. Hoover stated yesterday on the stand that from November 8, 
1945, until July 24, 1946— 
during that same period 2 summaries on Soviet espionage activities went to the 
Treasury Department and 6 summaries went to the Attorney General on the 
same subject matter. 

This is dated August 22, 1946, and is subsequent to the date the 
summaries mentioned by Mr. Hoover were transmitted to the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. Chairman, the next letter is dated December 23, 1947. It is 
written by Harold Glasser to the Honorable Secretary of the Treasury, 
and reads as follows: 

My Dear Mr. SecreTaky: It is with the deepest regret that I find it necessary 
to submit my resignation from the Treasury Department to be effective December 
31, 1947. 

The Cuairman. When did these reports go to the Treasury Depart- 
ment on these men ? 

Mr. Morris. According to Mr. Hoover, they were in the period No- 
vember 8, 1945, to July 24, 1946. 

The Cuarrman. And this letter is in 1947? 

Mr. Morris. This letter isin 1947. In the meantime, Mr. Chairman, 
according to Mr. Brownell’s ty yesterday, in July 1946, Glasser 
attended the UNRRA conference in Geneva, Switzerland, as a member 


of the United States delegation. In January 1947, Glasser went to 
Trieste as a member of the American delegation to the four-power 
study of the economy of Trieste. At the special request of the State 
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Department in March and April of 1947, Glasser attended the Moscow 
meeting of the Council of Foreign Ministers as an adviser to the 
United States Secretary of State, which the record at that time showed 
was General Marshall. 

This letter, as I stated before, is dated December 23, 1947, and I 
continue to quote from it: 


The Treasury Department has given me extraordinary opportunities during 
the past 11 years for the development of my professional skill, for experiences 
with all parts of the world, and for participation in the solving of important 
problems of the war and postwar period. I owe more to the Treasury than I 
can possibly say in a letter of resignation. To you particularly, Mr. Secretary, 
I am grateful for the friendship and guidance you have so kindly given to me. 
As I enter private employment, I can only hope my activities will be a credit 
to the Treasury Department and justify the confidence you and the Department 
have placed in me. 

Respectfully, 
Harotp GLASSER, 
Assistant Director, Office of International Finance. 


On December 26, 1947, Mr. Snyder wrote to Mr. Harold Glasser 
as follows: 


Dear Mr. Giasser: It is with regret that I am accepting your resignation as 
Assistant Director of the Office of International Finance to be effective Decem- 
ber 31, 1947. 

You have been associated with the Treasury for a long period of time, and I 
am fully aware of the many valuable contributions you have made in the 
monetary field. It is gratifying to know that your Treasury experience has been 
pleasant and interesting, and I am sorry that circumstances have led you to 
seek connections outside of the Government. I wish to assure you that we will 
miss the fine work that you have done here. 

Best wishes for happiness and success in your new work. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN W. SNYDER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The Cuatrman. At this time, where was Glasser employed ? 

Mr. Morris. As Mr. Snyder points out there, he is accepting his 
resignation as Assistant Director of the Office of International Finance 
in the Treasury Department. 

On December 26, 1947, John W. Snyder wrote to Mr. H. L. Lurie, 
who was the executive director, Council of Jewish Federations and 
Welfare Funds, Inc., New York 19, N. Y.: 


Dear Mr. Lure: I am very glad to give you my opinion of Mr. Harold 
Glasser’s technical ability, personality, and analytical qualities, as requested in 
your letter of December 18. 

Glasser’s technical ability and analytical capacity are of a very high order. 
He is a well-trained economist, and during many years of intensive work in the 
field of general economic policy he has,acquired an unusual ability to apply a 
highly developed analytical technique to the solution of economic problems. He 
has held very responsible positions in the Treasury, as you know, and has also 
been assigned to important overseas missions. We have relied heavily on his 
judgment, his estimate of situations, and his recommendations, and I regret that 
his decision to leave the Government service is depriving us of him. 

I do not believe I need say very much to you about Mr. Glasser’s personality, 
since you have already met and talked with him. He had no hidden facets to 
his personal qualities which you would discover only after longer association with 
him. He served as Secretary of the National Advisory Council and as chairman 
of its staff committee. These were exacting assignments calling for skill in 
interdepartmental relationships. I felt that Glasser was successful in this phase 
of his work. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHn W. SNYDER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
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The Cuatrman. And yet these reports that you have referred to 
were in the hands of the Treasury at the time this letter was written ? 


Mr. Morris. According to Mr. Hoover, yes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a lapse takes place here of about 8 months. 
The next letter is from H. L. Lurie, the executive director of the fund 
[ just described. In the meantime, Elizabeth Bentley has testified 
publicly before the House Un-American Activities Committee, and, 
as we have seen in our record, the testimony she gave there in open 
session was similar to the information she had given to the FBI some 
years before. 

Mr. Lurie writes to Mr. Snyder on August 3, 1948, as follows: 


DeAR Mr. SNypeER: You were kind enough on December 26, 1947, to reply to 
our letter asking for reference on Mr. Harold Glasser. We engaged Mr. Glasser 
as the Director of our Institute on Overseas Studies beginning in January 1948 
and he has continued to fill that position most competently and effectively. We 
have been more than pleased by his performance, his broad understanding and 
his competence both for the analysis of problems and for his relationships with 
the organizations and persons with whom he deals. 

The information recently given by Miss Bentley to the Senate committee has 
been very disturbing. I have been informed that the charges made as they relate 
to Mr. Glasser are not new and that Miss Bentley had previously offered them to 
various bureaus of the Government. I understand also that Mr. Glasser was 
thoroughly investigated as a security risk while he was serving in the United 
States Treasury. It would be very helpful to us at this time if we could receive 
an additional statement from you bearing upon this aspect of Mr. Glasser’s career 
in Government service. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. L. Lurie, 
Executive Director. 


Mr. Snyder answered that letter on August 10, 1948, 7 days later. 
He said: 


Mr. H. L. Lurie, 
Executive Director, Council of Jewish Federations 
and Welfare Funds, Inc., 
New York, N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Lurie: I wish to acknowledge your letter of August 3, 1948, with 
reference to my letter of December 26, 1947, regarding Mr. Harold Glasser, a 
former official of the Treasury Department. 

No information regarding Mr. Glasser has been called to our attention that had 
not previously been considered by the Department prior to my letter to you of 
December 26, 1947, and all I can do at this time is reaffirm the appraisal I made 
of him in my earlier letter. 

I am very glad to learn that Mr. Glasser’s services have proven so satisfactory 
to the council and that he is rendering for you the same high type of work he 
performed for the Treasury. 

Sincerely, 
JoHN W. SNYDER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. Chairman, there is one other letter that was in the record at 
the time. I would like to reintroduce it at this time because it bears 
directly on this matter. On December 23, 1947, Dean Acheson wrote 
to Mr. H. L. Lurie, as follows: 


Mr. H. L. Lurin, 
Executive Director, 
Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds, Inc., 
New York, N. Y. 

Dear Mr, Lurie: I knew Mr. Harold Glasser during my 7 years in the State 
Department as Assistant Secretary and Under Secretary. We worked together 
on the problem of foreign-funds control and other economic warfare matters, 
and he was a member of the United States delegations, of which I was Chair- 
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man, to the First and Second UNRRA Council meetings. During these Council 
meetings I was impressed with his technical competence and his ability to work 
under the strain of long hours and difficult negotiations, carrying a large part 
of the burden of the Financial Committee of the Council. He was a good work- 
ing companion, maintaining an extraordinary evenness of temper and good 
humor, under what were sometimes very trying circumstances. I am sure that 
he is able to approach problems in a well-organized and analytical manner and 
that you will find him a first-rate economist. 
Sincerely, 
DEAN ACHESON. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as you know, the committee has asked Mr. 
Brownell if he would supply us with a summary of the FBI report 
on Harold Glasser and tell us with particularity when and to whom 
those FBI security reports were distributed in the executive branch of 
the Government. 

The Cuarrman. I think our record is complete on that. 

Mr. Morris. The next case, Mr. Chairman, will be that of Frank 
Coe. 


VIRGINIUS FRANK COE 


The Berle memorandum of 1939 contains the names of Frank Coe 
and his brother, Charles (Bob) Coe. In 1948, Miss Bentley publicly 
brought forth in testimony that Frank Coe was a member of her 
espionage ring. Yet, when the subcommittee subpenaed Coe in De- 
cember 1952, he held the position of Secretary of the International 
Monetary Fund at $20,000 a year. 


Virginius Frank Coe first worked for the United States Government in 1934. 
Since then he has held positions in Federal Security Administration, the Na- 
tional Advisory Defense Council, Monetary Research Division of the Treasury 
Department (Assistant Director and Director), Joint War Production Commit- 
tee of the United States and Canada (Executive Secretary), Board of Economic 
Warfare (assistant to the Executive Director), Foreign Economic Administra- 
tion (Assistant Administrator). He was the Technical Secretary of the Bret- 
ton Woods Monetary Conference in 1944 when the articles of agreement were 
drafted setting up the International Monetary Fund. The International Mone- 
tary Fund handles assets of between $7 and $8 billion and it is a specialized 
agency of the United Nations. 

Coe refused to answer, on the ground that the answers might incriminate him, 
all questions as to whether he was a Communist, whether he had engaged in 
subversive activities, or whether he was presently a member of a Soviet espionage 
ring. He refused for the same reason to say whether he was a member of an 
espionage ring while technical secretary of the Bretton Woods Conference, 
whether he ever had had access to confidential Government information or 
security information, whether he had been associated with the Institute of Pacific 
Relations, or with individuals named on a long list of people associated with the 
organization. He testified as to how he got his first Government employment, 
but refused to say how he obtained his subsequent positions. Coe was dismissed 
by the International Monetary Fund a few days after his testimony on Decem- 
ber 3, 1952. 

Mr. Chairman, we have asked Mr. Brownell if he would supply this 
committee with a summary of the FBI report and the dates and par- 
ticulars as to when and to whom the various FBI reports on Coe were 
sent to in the executive branch of the Government. 

Senator Jonnston. May I ask one question in regard to these letters, 
Mr. Chairman ? 

Che Cuarrman. Senator Johnston, 

Senator Jounston. Do you have the original letters?) As you know, 
that is the best evidence. 

The Cuaimrman. The original letters? 
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Senator Jounston. Yes. In other words, if somebody should raise 
that question later 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we had hoped that Mr. Snyder would be here 
today and acknowledge the letters. As I say, he could give any ex- 
planation he may have of the letters. We have taken the letters from 
the official Government files. 

The CHarrman. These are not necessarily the original letters, but 
from the official Government files. 

Senator Jounsron. I am quite sure that the Chairman realizes that 
if they pin us down on the best evidence rule we would have to produce 
the originals. 

The Carman. Of course, we are not a court of law and that is why 
we asked Mr. Snyder to be here today to explain, affirm, or deny. 

Mr. Morris. The third case we have taken up with the Department 
of Justice is the case of Victor Perlo. 

Senator Burter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know where former 
Attorney General Clark fits into this picture, and whether or not you 
have any plans in connection with Justice Clark. 

The CHarrman. I can answer that question in this way to you, 
Senator Butler, and the other members of the committee: This com- 
mittee proceeds in a very careful manner. We are not interested in 
the political byplay. We are only interested in facts, the truth. I 
have conferred with Mr. Morris and our staff on this particular matter, 
and I believe that until we get these reports which we have asked for 
from Attorney General Brownell that we are not ready yet to go into 
the Clark angle of this case. We are not closing any deaee and we 


intend to bring out all the evidence and place it in the record concern- 


ing this matter. 
Senator Burter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, as I have stated, the other case is the 
‘vase of Victor Perlo. Miss Bentley had told the FBI in November 
1945, that he was the head of one espionage ring. She testified to that 
publicly in 1948. 

Whittaker Chambers has testified that Victor Perlo was a member 
of the original Harold Ware cell of the Communist Party in the 1930's. 
Nathaniel Weyl], who was also a member of that cell, has testified that 
Victor Perlo was in fact a member of the Communist underground. 

When Victor Perlo was subpenaed before this committee, he invoked 
his privilege under the fifth amendment in response to all of the evi- 
dence that the committee confronted him with at that time. I have 
here a short sketch of Mr. Perlo’s career in Government. It appears 
at page 394 of our hearings. It reads as follows: 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out here that all during this 
period Mr. Perlo’s salary is increasing. When he entered the Government with 
the NRA, his salary, according to this, was $2,300. He got a promotion to $2,600 
3 months after he went there. With HOLC, he was getting $2,600, associate eco- 
nomic analyst, after promotion $2,800, after another promotion, $3,100. When he 
was an expert with the Department of Commerce he was getting $4,000 and it is 
now 1939. When he was a senior agent in the Commerce Department, foreign 
and domestic commerce branch, he was drawing $4,600. Then as principal eco- 
nomic analyst for the Council of National Defense Advisory Committee he was 
drawing $5,600; head economist for the Office of Price Administration, $6,500; 
and in this last assignment that we have been talking about his salary is $6,500. 
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Yesterday Mr. Brownell mentioned, and I quote: 


How was Glasser’s access to classified materials limited? As far as we have 
been able to determine, it was not. Records in the Department indicate that late 
in 1946 Glasser, described as a member of the espionage ring, received a copy of 
the FBI report on Victor Perlo which described him as a member of the Soviet 
espionage ring. Perlo stayed on in the Treasury Department until March 27, 
1947, and then left to accept the post of Treasurer of the Intergovernmental 
Committee on Refugees. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Snyder’s telegram is not exactly accurate in the 
fact that there were no subversives in the Treasury Department after 
he became Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. Morris. He did mention a limited period there. I think he 
mentioned a period of 18 months. 

The Cyarrman. We will have to call him in at some later time to 
get this matter straightened out. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with that, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
present to the committee what I think is a very important case and yet 
we have not made that one of our conclusive cases. In view of the im- 
portance of the position that the man held, I think the committee at 
least should have a summary of the case of Solomon Adler. 

When Whittaker Chambers testified before the Internal Security 
Subcommittee on May 24, 1951, the question put to him was: 


Mr. Morris. In the course of that experience, Mr. Chambers, did you ever hear 
about or encounter one Solomon or Sholem Adler? ; 

Mr. CHAMBERS, Jay Peters, who was the head of the underground section of 
the American Communist Party, told me, I believe in 1937, that an employee of 
the United States Treasury whom he called Scholma, which I presume is spelled 
S-c-h-o-l-m-a, Adler, was sending a weekly report to the American Communist 
Party. Scholma is a Jewish diminutive for the name Solomon. 


Miss Bentley testified before this committee during the hearings on 
the Institute of Pacific Relations in the year 1951. The question put 
to Miss Bentley was: 


Mr. Morris. Miss Bentley, do you know Sol Adler? 

Miss BeNntriey. Not personally ; no. 

Mr. Morris. Miss Bentley, did you know about Sol Adler? 

Miss Bentiey. Yes. Solomon Adler was, again, a member of the Silvermaster 
group. He paid his dues through Mr. Silvermaster to me. Most of the time I 
was in charge of that group he was over in China. But he did send reports to 
various people, including Harry Dexter White in the Treasury Department, 
which were relayed on to us. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what were the natures of those reports, Miss Bentley? 

Miss BenTLEY. Reports on internal Chinese politics, mainly, as to what the 
Nationalists were doing and what the chances were for the Bighth Army people 
and the Communists in China. 

Mr. Morris. What was his Communist assignment in China? Can you tell us 
a little bit about that, Miss Bentley? 

Miss BENTLEY. When he went over there, he was told—that was before my day 
so I didn’t participate in it—he was told that he should follow the party line 
in China, and carry out to the utmost whatever Moscow wanted in the Far East. 

Senator EAstTLaANp. Who was that? 

Mr. Morris. This is Sol Adler, Senator, who was one of the high officials in 
the Treasury Department, and who was in charge of the Treasury Department 
for China, 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you can tell us something more about Solomon Adler, 
Miss Bentley? Anything more about Solomon Adler that you can tell us would 
be helpful. 

Miss BenTLEY. In what respect? 

Mr. Morris. About his connection with the organization. 
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Miss Bent_ey. I understand that he had been connected with the organization 
for a few years before I came along. 

He not only was connected with the Silvermaster organization, but he had 
Communist contacts within China. One of those was Chi. 

Mr. Chairman, I will explain who he is later. I think those who 
were members of the subcommittee when it was holding hearings with 
respect to the Institute of Pacific Relations will recall that Dr. Ch’ao 
Ting Chi was one of the important Communist agents operating in 
the United States. He is now an official of the Chinese Communist 
Government. 


Now, to continue with the quotations from the testimony of Miss 
Bentley, Mr. Chairman, 


I have forgotten his first name. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Ch’ao Ting Chi? 

Miss BentLey. He was the man proposed to be the Chinese delegate to the 
United Nations. Is that the same one? 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

Miss Bentley. Well, he had dealings with him, both in this country and in 
China, and with numerous others of the Communists in China, although he was 
supposed to cultivate the Nationalists on behalf of our own Government, and 
also to forward the Communist plan. 

He was really quite friendly, for example, with Madame Chiang Kai-shek. I 
remember one report that came through on Adler at one time that complained 
that he was not tending to business and influencing the quarters he should be. 
He was playing too much bridge with Madame Chiang Kai-shek. 

Mr. Chairman, all during 1951 and 1952, because of the impressive 
testimony from both Mr. Chambers and Miss Bentley, together with 
other information that we had in our files, we made an effort to 
subpena Mr. Adler. However, he was out of the country all during 
that period 1951 and 1952. 

The Cuatrman. Is he an American citizen ? 

Mr. Morris. He was a naturalized American citizen. I under- 
stand he was born in the British Isles and became a naturalized Ameri- 

can citizen just shortly before or shortly after he became employed 
by the United States Government. 

The CuarrmMan. How long has he been out of the country ? 

Mr. Morris. All during this period of time we were in contact with 
the Passport Division of the State Department. We knew he was out 
of the country and we felt that was the best place of trying to de- 
termine whether or not he was returning. 

Senator Henprickson. Has the State Department picked up his 
passport ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, as a naturalized American citizen who has been 
out of the country for a period of 3 years. We were told that his pass- 
port expired on May 9, 1952; it had been issued on May 9, 1950, The 
extension was not gr anted and the E mbassy was instructed to take up 
his passport and he has not applied for an extension. 

He is, I believe, Senator, subject to denaturalization proceedings. 
But inasmuch as he was, as I say, an important Treasury official right 
up until May 11, 1950, and in fact he was our Treasury representative 
in China and he was there all during the critical years, there were 
many questions we would have liked to yask Mr. Adler. I would like to 
sketch here, and this is something we have not been doing, the nature 
of the evidence we want to ask him about if he can come before the 
committee. 
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The Cuarrman. You know it is the policy of this committee before 
we bring out evidence to give a man a chance to come before this com- 
mittee in private executive session before he is called in open session. 
This is a departure from that policy by this committee, but I think 
the departure is warranted because this man is out of the country and, 
as the record shows, the Passport Division of the State Department 
indicates that he has been out of the country long enough so that even 
his passport has been picked up and he is subject to being denatural- 
ized as an American citizen. 

So, if there is no objection, we will make the departure from our 
policy and we will receive this evidence on Solomon Adler. 

Senator Henprickson. With the understanding that we are not 
establishing a precedent. 

The CuarrMan. I might say that here is a man we cannot get before 
our committee by subpena in executive private session. He has been 
out of the country for almost 3 years. Is there any objection, Senator 
Butler? 

Senator Burier. No. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any objection, Senator Hendrickson? 

Senator Henpricxson. No. 

The Cuatrman. Is there any objection, Senator Johnston? 

Senator Jonmnston. No. 

The CuHarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. The evidence of his connections with the Communist 
organization I have stated. Some of the other facts I think should 
be in the record at this time because of the importance of this par- 
ticular case. It seems that on May 11, 1950, he resigned for personal 
reasons from the Treasury Department after several clearances on 
loyalty. 

The Cuarrman. After several clearances on loyalty ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. The records seem to how from the best 
efforts we have been able to put together on this, that he was em- 
ployed in the Treasury Department in December 1936, in the Division 
of Monetary Research under William L. Ullmann and Harry Dexter 
White. As you know, Ullmann was Silvermaster’s assistant in the 
espionage ring. It is apparent that he came from England in 1933 
where his Russian parents lived. In February 1943 he was appointed 
an alternate American member of the Chinese Stabilization Board 
in Chungking. In 1941, he was the Treasury adviser to Emanuel 
Fox of that Board. In July 1944 the Department of State informed 
Adler he was designated as Treasury attaché to the American Em- 
bassy at Chungking. In 1945, he became representative of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in China and the Far East in general in 
monetary matters. 

The records show here, and this is something that we have to 
establish, that he was sent to China under the direct authorization of 
Harry Dexter White. 

A United States State Department official, one of the high Ameri- 
can officials in China, has informed the security authorities—in other 
words, during the course of an investigation of Adler there were 
many interviews. I think, in fairness to the individuals interviewed 
at that time, I will give a description of who they were rather than 
saying who they are. I do that, Senator, so that you will just get a 
general picture of what Mr. Adler’s role was in China at that time. 
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This one State Department official in Nanking with General 
Marshall from May 1946 to July 1947 stated that Adler was inti- 
mately connected with the political discussions held at that time as 
his knowledge of Chinese aiaieds financial and otherwise, was exten- 
sive and accurate. 

Another high State Department official said that Adler’s “ideologi- 
cal approach to Chinese problems was very realistic in that he was 
critical of various phases of the national government but was sym- 
pathetic toward China generally.” This State Department official 
felt these views coincided with those of other informed persons. Adler 
was fairly close to J. Franklin Ray of the office of Far Eastern Af- 
fairs, and acquainted with a certain Chinese who heads the present 
(1948) Chinese technical mission in Washington. 

Senator Jounston. What was the date of that report? 

Mr. Morris. This is a summary of the loyalty files on Adler, 
Senator. 

Senator Jounsron. What is the date of that report? 

Mr. Morris. It was some time after May 11, 1950. I do not have 
the date. 

The Cuamman. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, one other person, I think, we should 
mention, inasmuch as his name came up, is this Dr. Ch’ao-Ting Chi. 
In our Institute of Pacific Relations hearings we pointed out that 
Ch’ao-Ting Chi, who had been an employee of the Institute of Pacific 
Relations, was made secretary general of the American, British, Chi- 
nese currency stabilization fund. As I have stated, Chi was a Com- 
munist underground agent operating in the United States and is now 
an official of the Chinese Communist Government. The report I 
read showed that Mr. Adler became a member of that Board when 
Chi was the Secretary General of that Board. 

The CuHairman. I want to put in our record the following: 





The following analysis will show the concentration of members of the under- 
ground ring of the Communist Party in the Treasury Department and par- 
ticularly in the Division of Monetary Research. 

Harry Dexter White became the first Director of the Division of Monetary 
Research in the Treasury when it was first established. The others who suc- 
ceeded him as Director were Frank Coe and Harold Glasser. Irving Kaplan 
was Assistant Director. William Ludwig Ullmann, Victor Perlo, Mrs. Bela Gold, 
and Irving S. Friedman were also attached to the Division of Monetary Re- 
search when it was under the direction of White, Coe, and Glasser. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I correct the record of yesterday ? 

The Cuarman. You may. 

Mr. Morris. Mrs. Bela Gold and her husband have not been called 
before this committee in this present series of hearings and have not 
invoked their privilege under the fifth amendment as was indicated 
yesterday. We have not yet gotten around to calling the Golds. 

The CHarrMan (reading) : 

White, Gold, Glasser, Kaplan, Perlo, and Mrs. Gold were identified in sworn 
testimony as participants in the Communist conspiracy. Coe, Glasser, Kaplan, 
and Perlo invoked the fifth amendment when questioned about their participa- 
tion. White denied but was later proven to be implicated when his handwritten 
notes were found among the Chambers’ pumpkin papers. 

In Attorney General Brownell’s summary of the second FBI report, he said, 
“The report mentions that White was interviewed by the FBI in connection 
with the Amerasia case, particularly concerning Irving 8S. Friedman, who, ac- 
cording to the report, was known to be one of the sources in the Treasury De- 
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partment’s Section on Far Eastern Affairs that had been furnishing documents 
to Phillip Jacob Jaffe, editor of Amerasia. White told the FBI that Friedman 
was an employee in the Treasury Department handling matters dealing with 
monetary affairs in the Far East and admitted that he had brought Friedman 
to the Treasury Department 5 or 6 years earlier. 

“It should also be recalled that Solomon Adler represented the Treasury De- 
partme nt in China and that Nathan Gregory Silvermaster was taken to the 

tretton W oods Conference founding the International Monetary Fund by Harry 
Dexter White. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like also to put into the record 
at this time a copy of the letter that you addressed to Mr. Brownell 
on November 13, 1953, where you asked for the information about the 
records of Harold Glasser and Virginius Frank Coe. 

The CramMan. We also asked him publicly yesterday about the 
Victor Perlo records. 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

(The letter is as follows:) 

NOVEMBER 13, 1953. 
Hon. HERBERT BROWNELL, 
ittorney General of the United States, 
Department of Justice, Washington 25, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Browne: In pursuance to recent conversations of the last few 
days between our subcommittee and your deputy, Mr. William P. Rogers, I am 
enclosing herewith a digest of the cases of Harold Glasser and Virginius Frank 
Coe.’ 

You will note that evidence in both cases is impressive and that they held high 
positions in Government well after 1945. Would you please let us know when 
the files of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the department of Justice, 
in reference to these two individuals, were transmitted to the White House, to 
the Treasury Department, and other high officials of the Government? 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM E. JENNER, 
Internal Security Subcommittee. 

Mr. Morris. In view of what we know about Mr. Adler, would you 
also ask if they could supply us any information about Solomon 
Adler ? 

The CHatmrMan. Yes; we want a complete picture. 

Mr. Morris. The other letter I want to offer for the record is a letter 
that you wrote to the Secretary of State, John Foster Dulles, asking 
that Igor Gouzenko be made available to this committee for ques- 
tioning. 

As you know, the State Department had turned us down. 

The Cuarman, I think for the benefit of the members of the com- 
mittee, you ought to explain what has happened on that so they will 
be appraised of it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Gouzenko, Senators, is desired for questioning 
because we noticed that time and time again there is a reference in 
the various security documents which have come into our possession, 
to what Gouzenko has told the FBI about American espionage. He 
mentioned at one time spec ifically that an assistant in the office of the 
then Secretary of State Stettinius was a Soviet agent. The FBI had 
related that testimony to testimony about Alger “Hiss. In addition, 
he has told about the atomic espionage rings that operated in the 
United States. All in all there was a great deal of reason or much 


1 Enclosure (pp. 6 and 7, Report of the Internal Security Subcommittee on Interlocking 
Subversion in Government Departments). 
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reason for us to conclude that Gouzenko could give valuable testimony 
to this committee about American espionage which is directly under 
the consideration of this committee. 

Now, at staff level, after Mr. Gouzenko had publicly stated in the 
American press—I think he gave an interview to a representative of 
the Chicago Tribune—he was quoted by that newspaper as saying 
he would be willing to talk to Senator Jenner’s committee or Sena- 
tor McCarthy’s committee. After we read that in the newspaper, 
we then made a formal request at staff level that Mr. Gouzenko be 
made available to us for questioning. 

The Cuarrman. You might explain that we went through chan- 
nels to our Secretary of State and asked him to request that Gouzenko 
be made available. 

Mr. Morris. That is right. The Canadian Government told us 
that everything that Gouzenko knew about American espionage was 
in the Royal Commission Report. 

The Cuarrman. The Canadian Government, in reply to Secretary 
Dulles’ request that he be made available as a witness to this committee, 
stated in their reply to Dulles—you may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. That everything he knew appeared in the Royal Cana- 
dian Summary of Espionage in Canada. In our reply we pointed 
out to the Canadians that we did have evidence in our record that 
was not in that report and we had every reason to believe that 
Gouzenko knew other things that we did not know. So, on the basis 
of all of that information, on November 13, 1953, Senator Jenner 
addressed a letter to the Honorable John Foster Dulles, Secretary of 
State, in which he said: 

DEAR SECRETARY: I am enclosing an exchange of correspondence which re- 
flects that Mr. Robert Morris, chief counsel for the Internal Security Subcom- 
mittee, acting through your office, endeavored to interview Mr. Igor Gouzenko, 
former Soviet Code Clerk in Ottawa, now believed to be in the custody of 
the Canadian Government. Your department transmitted Mr. Morris’ request 
to the Canadian Ambassador who, after notifying his Government, in turn, 
informed us of the Canadian Government’s unwillingness to make Mr. Gouzenko 
available to the subcommittee for questioning either in Canada or in the 
United States. 

You will note from the attached correspondence that there are certain facts 
on espionage in the United States now in the record of the Internal Security 
Subcommittee which do not appear in the report of the Canadian Royal Com- 
mission. In view of the discrepancy between this and the last sentence of 
paragraph 2 of the Canadian reply, I submit to you that it would be in the 
best interest to ask the Canadian Government to reconsider its decision in this 
matter and allow Mr. Gouzenko to be made available to this subcommittee. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM E. JENNER, 

The Cuatrman. I want the members of the committee to know that 
I intend to call Mr. Dulles today to see what has been done. 

Senator Henprickson. Has there been a reply to that letter as yet? 

The Cuarrman. I have heard nothing. 

Since Mr. Snyder did not appear this morning, we have made the 
record on these other matters, and this committee will now adjourn 
and reconvene next Monday at 2 o’clock in the afternoon. We hope 
at that time this committee will have the information that we have 
requested from the Attorney General. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 a. m., the hearing was recessed until 2 p. m., 
Monday, November 23, 1953.) 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 23, 1953 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SuscoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securiry Act AND OruerR INTERNAL 
Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met at 2:15 p. m., pursuant to recess, in the Old 
Supreme Court room, the Capitol, Senator John Marshall Butler, 
presiding. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin 
Mandell, research director. 

Senator Butter. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris, will you please proceed ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the meeting today, 
this committee has asked the Attorney General to supply information 
on the dissemination of security reports on the following: Harold 
Glasser, Frank Coe, Victor Perlo, and Solomon Adler. 

I am prepared, Mr. Chairman, today, to read a letter from the 
Attorney General, at least from the Attorney General’s Office, on the 
dissemination of security reports on Harold Glasser. 

Senator Burter. Will please proceed, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. We have been promised that the documentary records 
of Mr. Coe, Mr. Adler, and Mr. Perlo will be forthcoming, but they 
are not complete enough for me to report on today, sir. 

This relates to dissemination of the letter of November 8, 1945, the 
report of November 27, 1945, and memorandum of February 1, 1946. 
That is the preface, Mr. Chairman. 


The letter addressed to General Vaughan by the Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation on November 8, 1945, set forth in the testimony of the 
Attorney General to the Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security on November 
17, 1953, was not given any further dissemination by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

The report of November 27, 1945, by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
entitled “Summary of Soviet Espionage in the United States,” to which the 
Attorney General also referred in the same testimony, was disseminated on 
December 4, 1945, to Brig. Gen. Harry H, Vaughan, then military aide to the 
President ; James F. Byrnes, then Secretary of State; Tom Clark, then Attorney 
General. On December 7, 1945, copies were also sent to James V. Forrestal, 
then Secretary of the Navy; Spruille Braden, then Assistant Secretary of State. 
Copies of the report bearing the date of December 12, 1945, were furnished to 
Adm. William D. Leahy, then Chief of Staff to the Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy, the White House, on February 20, 1946; Lt. Gen. Hoyt 8S. 
Vandenberg, then Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, War Department, on February 
26, 1946; Fred M. Vinson, then Secretary of the Treasury, on March 5, 1946; 
Fred Lyon, then Chief, Division of Foreign Activity Correlation, Department of 
State, on March 15, 1946; and to the then Attorney General, Tom Clark, on 
July 24, 1946. 


1169 





1170 INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 


Copies of the memorandum of the Federal Bureau of Investigation of Febru- 
ary 1, 1946, on Harry Dexter White, were delivered on February 4, 1946, to 
Brigadier General Vaughan for the information of the President, and to Mr. 
Frederick B. Lyon, Division of Controls, Department of State, for the immediate 
attention of Mr. James Byrnes, Secretary of State. A copy of this memorandum 
was sent to Attorney General Clark on February 6, 1946. 

The report of November 27, 1945, to which the Attorney General referred in 
his testimony of November 17, 1953, contains references to Solomon Adler, 
Harold Glasser, and Victor Perlo. Dissemination of this report has been 
separately indicated. 

The data regarding the dissemination of reports mentioned herein were 
furnished to the Attorney General by the Federal Bureau of Investigation by 
memorandum dated August 4, 1948. The FBI has been requested to furnish any 
dissemination additional to the foregoing which may be contained in its records 
and these will be furnished to your committee as soon as received from the 
Bureau. 

Mr. Chairman, that would show that the dissemination of the report 
of November 27, which contained the name of Harold Glasser, was 
furnished to officials in the State Department and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. And you will notice that Mr. Glasser was promoted subse- 
quent to the time of this report, and in addition he was recommended 
by the State Department to accompany Secretary of State Marshall to 
attend the Foreign Ministers Council conference in Moscow in 1947. 

Now, continuing on Harold Glasser, there was a summary dated 
February 21, 1946, which mentioned Glasser, which was furnished by 
letter of February 25, 1946, to General Vaughan. 

There was also a memorandum dated March 5, 1946, containing 
information regarding Glasser, and that was furnished to Admiral 
Leahy, Chief of Staff to the Commander in Chief, on March 7, 1946. 

There was a summary dated February 6, 1946, containing reference 
to Glasser furnished to the Attorney General on February 7, 1946. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, mentioning Glasser was fur- 
nished to the Attorney General on February 23, 1946. 

Summary dated March 5, 1946, mentioning Glasser was furnished 
to the Attorney General on March 7, 1946. 

Summary dated July 25, 1946, containing information on Glasser 
was furnished to the Attorney General on the same date pursuant to 
a request of the Attorney General by Mr. Clark M. Clifford. Depart- 
mental file shows transmittal of summary to Mr. Clifford on July 25, 
1946. 

Summary dated October 21, 1946, containing information on Glasser 
was made available by letter of December 16, 1946, to Mr. George 
Allen. 

Summary dated October 21, 1946, containing information on Glasser 
was furnished to the Attorney General by memorandum of November 
27, 1946, and to Special Assistant to the Attorney General A. D. 
Vanech by memorandum of December 6, 1946, and two copies to As- 
sistant Attorney General T. V. Quinn by memorandum dated July 23, 
1947. One copy was personally transmitted to Mr. Quinn on August 
7, 1947. 

A summary concerning Glasser’s activities was furnished on March 
6, 1947, to the Attorney General. 

A summary dated February 21, 1946, containing reference to Glasser 
was furnished by letter of March 4, 1946, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 
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And, Mr. Chairman, I will endeavor to have the information on 
the other three individuals, namely, Coe, Perlo, and Adler, before this 
subcommittee at the next meeting. 

Senator Burier. The record will be held open for that purpose. 

Mr. Morris. And I would like to introduce into the record a letter 
which Senator Jenner sent to the Honorable John Foster Dulles on 
November 21, 1953. 

Senator Burier. The letter will be received and made a part of the 
record. 

(The letter referred to is as follows :) 

NOVEMBER 21, 1953. 
Hon. JoHN Foster DULLEs, 
Secretary, Department of State, Washington 25, D. C. 

DEAR Mr. Secretary: I am forwarding to you the enclosed authenticated copy 
of a signed statement by Igor Gouzenko which I ask that you transmit to the 
Canadian Government in support of my previously relayed request that Mr. 
Gouzenko be made available to the Internal Security Subcommittee for question- 
ing. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM E. JENNER. 


Mr. Morris. And I would like to put in a photostatic copy of a state- 
ment by Igor Gouzenko, dated November 20, 1953, which has been 
forwarded to the Secretary of State for transmission to the Govern- 
ment of Canada. 

Senator Buriter. The statement will be received and made a part of 
the record, 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 

NOVEMBER 20, 1953. 
STATEMENT BY IGoR GOUZENKO 


I read in the official report of the House of Commons Debates of November 17, 
of the Honorable L. B. Pearson regarding my interview to Mr. Griffin of the 
Chicago Tribune. 

I read, too, the original story of Mr. Griffin in the Chicago Tribune. I must say 
that Mr. Griffin did not misquote me. 

It is clear from the interview that if Senator McCarthy or Senator Jenner 
thought that I might help them, I would be glad to see either of them and that I 
thought a talk with them would be worth while. I still think so. 

I also stressed that such a meeting should take place in Canada for security 
reasons. That was also accurately reported by Mr. Griffin. On no occasion did 
I ever say that I had new information which I did not already give to the 
Canadian Government, and Mr. Griffin did not say that I had, 

I believe a meeting would be useful since I can give advice which, if properly 
put into effect, would have good chances of bringing exposure of present Soviet 
spy rings in the United States in comparatively short time. 

That, of course, would be of great help to Canada, too. That advice I gave 
already to the Canadian Government, during my first days under protection of 
the Canadian Government, but I am most sorry to say that it was ignored. 

Serious and energetic adoption of this advice many years ago might have had 
important results by now. However, it is never too late. 

I can add now that I cannot see the reasons why United States officials could 
not come here and interview me. Anything that might be of help to a friendly 
nation to clean up the common enemy conspiracy must never be obstructed. 

It appears that Mr. Pearson was ill advised and acted in such haste that he 
even neglected to read the original interview upon which he based his not correct 
statement in Parliament. 


(Signed) Icor GovuzENnKO. 
Senator Burier. Is there any further business ? 
Mr. Morris. There is no further business, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Butter. The subcommittee will stand in adjournment to 
Wednesday of next week at 10:30. 

(Whereupon, at 2:25 p. m., the hearing was recessed until Wednes- 
day, December 2, 1953, at 10:30 a. m.) 
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DEPARTMENTS 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1953 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Acts, AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Security Laws or THe Commirree on Tue Jupicrary, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 11:15 a. m., pursuant to notice, in the Old 
Supreme Court Room, the Capitol, Senator William E Jenner (chair- 
man of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Watkins, Hendrickson, Welker, Butler 
of Maryland, and Johnston of South Carolina. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin 
Mandel, research director; Robert McManus and William E. Lowell; 
professional staff members. 

The CuHarrman. The committee will come to order. 

Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, since the last session of this committee 
there has been an exchange of notes between the chairman of this 
committee and the Secretary of State. 

On November 25, 1953, the chairman of this committee wrote to 
the Honorable John Foster Dulles, Secretary, Department of State, 
Washington 25: 

My Dear MR, Secretary: The offer of the Canadian Government with respect 
to our request to question Igor Gouzenko would be satisfactory if a member 
of the Internal Security Subcommittee of the United States Senate could inter- 
view Mr. Gouzenko under Canadian auspices to determine what he knows about 
espionage in the United States. Once having determined what he knows, the 
subcommittee would then like to address itself to what should be done about 
the evidence or information at this time. 

I feel that the Internal Security Subcommittee could not receive evidence 
vital to the security of the United States, and the United States alone, and 
commit itself not to make it available to Congress, if necessary. 

At the same time, if there is reason to keep the evidence secret the sub- 
committee will use the same discretion it always has in these matters affecting 
security and comity between nations. On behalf of the Internal Security 
Subcommittee, I would like to express the appreciation of the subcommittee 
for your cooperation in these matters. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WILuiAM E. JENNER, 
Chairman of the Internal Security Subcommittee, 


On November 28, 1953, this office received late in the afternoon— 
it was a Saturday afternoon—we received from the Secretary of State: 


I have your letter of November 25, with reference to the Gouzenko matter. 
I am glad to note that the November 25 response of the Canadian Government 
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to our note of November 19, 1953, is satisfact pry to you if a member of your 
subcommittee can interview Mr. Gouzenko under Canadian auspices to deter- 
mine what he knows about espionage in the United States. 

I understand that in fact the Canadian Government does offer, if Mr. Gouzenko 
agrees, to make arrangements for a confidential meeting under Canadian auspices 
at which a person designated by the United States Government can be present. 

With reference to the publication of Mr. Gouzenko’s testimony, I note that 
you suggest that your committee should have the final decision as to whether 
to publicize or keep secret the portions of Mr. Gouzenko’s testimony which your 
subcommittee judges to affect wholly the interests of the United States and 
not those of Canada. 

The Canadian Government as I understand, takes the position that in the 
case of evidence or information—— 


The Cuarrman. Right there on that paragraph, that is not exactly 
a correct statement of my request to Mr. Dulles. We did not state 
our position in that way. All we said is that we would like to talk 
to Mr. Gouzenko at an interview and then we would determine what 
the evidence was. 

That is not exactly a correct analysis of our request of November 
25, to Mr. Dulles. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


Once having determined what he knows, the subcommittee would then like 
to address itself to what should be done about the evidence or the information 
at that time. 


The Cuatrman. That is exactly right. We said after we have the 
evidence that we would sit down and determine what to do. 
Mr. Morris (continuing the reading) : 


The Canadian Government, as I understand, takes the position that in the 
case of evidence or information secured in Canada under the auspices of the 
Canadian Government, that Government must have the right to approve the 
publication. I would not want to ask the Canadian Government to change 
its position in this respect because I believe that the United States would it- 
self want to take a like position under similar circumstances. I feel that the 
United States Government should never admit that any foreign governmental 
ageney can overrule or supplant the judgment of the United States Government 
in deciding whether it is to the interest of the United States that publication 
be made of information obtained in the United States through an act of courtesy 
to the United States Government. 

I know that it is your intention to exercise the right to publicize only when 
your subcommittee considers the United States interests alone are concerned, 
but I believe that the Canadian Government is on solid ground in insisting that 
it should be the final judge whether or not its interest was involved. I would 
under similar circumstances take the same position on behalf of the United 
States. I believe you would want me to do so. 

I think we can all assume and certainly this Government assumes that neither 
of our two Governments will use its sovereign discretion arbitrarily to prevent 
a publication which is not affected with its own national interest and which 
would serve the interest of the other. 

Under the circumstances you may feel that it is now in order to proceed 
pursuant to the response of the Canadian Government. 

I am grateful for the expression of the appreciation of your subcommittee 
for any cooperation in this matter. 


The Cuarrman. I would like our record to show the complete cor- 
respondence on this matter on Igor Gouzenko and I would like to 
show why we wanted to interview Mr. Gouzenko. 

(The correspondence file as of November 23, 1953, appears at p. 
1177.) 

Mr. Morris Mr. Chairman, during the course of the past year, the 
subcommittee had received a security report dated November 1945. 

Throughout that security report there occurred references to infor- 
mation of which Igor Gouzenko had knowledge. 
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At the requests of Senators Butler and Welker, the staff made a run- 
down of all references that appeared in our record, which seemed to 
have as their source Mr. Igor Gouzenko. 

A partial list of those was compiled yesterday and made public, 
almost all of those, however, have previously been made public during 
the course of our hearings. 

Now, would you like me to read them? Some of the Senators have 
not heard them. 

Senator Weiker. I think you should read them to the others of the 
committee who just came in today. 

The Cuarrman. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Morris. These, Senators, are extracts from the 1945 security 
memorandum which the committee has been using from time to time: 


During the period since V-E Day, and particularly since V-J Day, the picture 
of Soviet espionage activity in the United States has become clearer. 

According to the information furnished to a representative of this Bureau and 
to the Royal Canadian Mounted Police by Igor Gouzenko, as set out elsewhere in 
this memorandum, the headquarters of Red Army Intelligence in Moscow issued 
instructions after the use of the atomic bomb in Hiroshima and on Nagasaki, 
and in fact subsequent to the actual surrender of Japan, that the discovery of all 
technical phases of the construction of the atomic bomb was the number one 
espionage project for the Soviets. 

Under these instructions it would not be likely that Soviet espionage in this 
country would decrease. According to Gouzenko, the complete data was to be 
supplied to Moscow regarding the atomic bomb by the end of December 1945. 

As far as Red army intelligence activity in the United States is concerned, only 
three persons previously identified in this memorandum as engaged in espionage 
activity are still connected with the official representation of the Soviets in the 
United States. These three are Gen. Ilia Saraev, military attaché, Soviet 
Embassy, Washington, D. C.; Pavel Mikhailov, acting Soviet consul general, New 
York City; Col. A. I. Servin, tank department, Soviet Government Purchasing 
Commission, Washington, D. C. In addition to these, there have been identified 
in this memorandum— 


The name of the man that appeared in the memorandum has been 
deleted because on October 28, when he we heard his testimony, he 
denied that he was a Soviet agent and the subcommittee felt it needed 
additional facts and information before it could proceed with the 
investigation. 


The Cc HAIRMAN. That is one of the main reasons we wanted to get 


Mr. Gouzenko, to find out whether or not he would testify about Mr. ak 
being a Soviet agent. 


When we had him in executive session he denied he was a Soviet 
agent. 

“Mr. Morris. Pursuant to committee policy, if a case is incomplete 
we try to conceal the identity of a person until an open hearing. 


[Continuing :] 


of the Office of Scientific Research and Development, who is reportedly working 
for Red Army Intelligence, as well as the group primarily located in New York 
City, headed by Arthur Alexandrovich Adams. 

With regard to espionage in the United States, Igor Gouzenko, former code 
clerk in the office of the Soviet military attaché, Ottawa, Canada, advised a rep- 
resentative of this Bureau and officers of the RCMP, that during World War II 
the head of Red army intelligence activities in the United States was Gen. Ilya 
Saraov [Saraev] the military attaché. Two of the principal operators of espion- 
age rings under Saraef [Saraev] were Pavel P. Mikhailov, acting Soviet consul 
general in New York City, and Col. A. I. Sorvin [Servin] of the tank department 
of the Soviet Government Purchasing Commission. Gouzenko was positive in his 
identification of these two individuals. 

* * ” * + + * 
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Igor Gouzenko, formerly of the Soviet military attaché’s office, Ottawa, Can- 
ada, advised a representative of this Bureau in the presence of a representative of 
the Royal Canadian Mounted Police that in the spring of 1944 the deputy chief 
of Red Milsky— 


there seems to bea mistake. It reads Rec. Milsky— 


and an inspector of high rank in the NKVD made a joint inspection tour of in- 
telligence facilities in the United States, Canada, and Mexico, traveling under 
the guise of diplomatic couriers, 
* a * * . . * 

During the United Nations Conference on International Organization, held at 
San Francisco in the spring of 1945, Louise Bransten entertained at her home 
Dimitri Manuilski, the principal representative of the Ukraine §S. S. R., who is 
more Widely known as a longtime official and spokesman of the Comintern. 
Bransten is, at the present time, in New York City where she has established 
contact with Pavel Mikhailov, acting Soviet consul general, who has been re- 
ported to this Bureau and to the RCMP by Igor Gouzenko, mentioned elsewhere 
in this memorandum, as the head of Red army intelligence espionage activity 
in the New York area. 

Before that information was released we had subpenaed Louise 
Bransten and she testified in open session before this committee. 

When asked about this particular information she invoked the 
privilege under the fifth amendment rather than answer the question. 

The Cuarrman. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Another extract reads: 


Arthur Adams has been very inactive in recent months as far as contacts with 
individuals outside the office of Keynote Recordings, Inc., are concerned. There 
is no indication, however, that he has given up his espionage activity, inasmuch 
as Igor Gouzenko has advised an agent of this Bureau in the presence of repre- 
sentatives of the RCMP that espionage relating to the atomic bomb is the 
No. 1 project of the Soviets at the present time. 

* + ae * * oa * 

Ignacy Witczak, mentioned heretofore, was identified by Igor Gouzenko to an 
agent of this Bureau and to representatives of the Royal Canadian Mounted Po- 
lice as a person who would operate espionage agents in the United States in 
the event diplomatic relations were broken between the Soviet Union and the 
United States; and such agents could no longer be “run” by representatives 
of the Embassy or consulate. 

* * * * ae * * 


Igor Gouzenko, former code clerk in the office of Col. Nikolai Zabotin, Soviet 
military attaché, Ottawa, Canada, when interviewed by a representative of this 
Bureau and officers of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, stated that he had 
been informed by Lieutenant Kulakov in the office of the Soviet military attaché 
that the Soviets had an agent in the United States in May 1945 who was an as- 
sistant to the then Secretary of State, Edward R. Stettinius. No further infor- 
mation on this matter was available. 

We wanted to determine at that point in connection with that mate- 
rial whether or not the agent so described was Alger Hiss as the 
security memorandum would indicate. 

The Cuamman. Or somebody else, which might lead us to a new 
ring of esplonage In Government. 

Mr. Morris (continuing reading) : 

Additional information furnished by Gouzenko enabled this Bureau to iden- 
tify another Soviet agent being operated by Red army intelligence in the United 
States. This individval is X, a field employee of the Office of Scientific Research 
and Development, who is assigned as a scientific consultant to the commander 
in chief of the United States Fleet in the Navy Department. X has been 
determined by this Bureau to be a contact of— 
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And there we took out the name of the person we heard on October 
28 in New York executive session. 


X has been determined by this Bureau to be a contact— 


and the name left out there is the name of a Canadian, but even though 
he was exposed by Canadian authorities we do not feel we should 
divulge it. 
The Crareman. It has been the policy of our committee that if 
Canada wants to divulge it, they can, but we do not operate that way. 
Mr. Morris (continuing reading) : 


of Y in Montreal, Canada, who is one of the espionage agents in Canada being 
operated by Red Army Intelligence. 

Gouzenko’s story with regard to X is that he was originally recruited by 
one Frieda in Canada. After X left McGill University in Montreal, Canada, 
where he was employed, and obtained a position with the Office of Scientific 
Research and Development, he was turned over to Soviet representatives in the 
United States. This was effected by Maj. Vassili Rogov, assistant military at- 
taché for air in Canada, who formally transferred him in Washington, D. C., to 
Col A. I. Sorvin [Servin], of the tank department of the Soviet Government Pur- 
chasing Commission, who Gouzenko says is an important head of espionage activ- 
ity in Red army intelligence under Gen. Ilia Saraev, Soviet military attaché, 
Washington, D. C. 

X is a native-born American citizen who has specialized in the field of 
zoology. Information developed by the Royal Canadian Mounted Police indi- 
cated that it is possible that X was the individual who furnished information 
concerning the Navy’s radio proximity fuse to Dr. Alan Nunn May, the British 
scientist stationed in Canada, who was an agent of the Soviets and who passed 
on a garbled description of the proximity fuse to the Soviets. 


The Cuairman. To complete our record, you might show the earlier 
correspondence on this Igor Gouzenko matter. 

Mr. Morris. Shall I put it in the record? 

The Cuarrman. Put it in the record so our record will be complete. 

(The correspondence with Secretary Dulles on the Gouzenko mat- 
ter, complete as of November 23, 1953, follows :) 


Ocroser 26, 1953. 
Hon. W. Scorr McLeop, 
Administrator, Bureau of Security, 
Consular Affairs and Personnel, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. McLeop: In the Washington Times-Herald for Monday, October 26, 
1953, there is a statement attributed to Igor Gouzenko to the effect that a talk 
with me or some representative of the Subcommittee on Internal Security “would 
be worthwhile.” 

As you, of course, are aware, Mr. Gouzenko is the former cypher clerk of the 
Soviet Embassy in Canada who made extremely important disclosures regard- 
ing the Soviet conspiracy several years ago. Naturally, we are very anxious 
to get in touch with him. 

I would like to delegate our subcommittee counsel, Mr. Robert Morris, to in- 
terview Mr. Gouzenko, together with anyone Mr. Morris deems necessary to 
accompany him. 

Will you be good enough to transmit to the Canadian Government our formal 
request for permission to interview Mr. Gouzenko in Canada at your earliest 
possible convenience. 

Thank you for your courtesy and warmest regards. 

Sincerely, 
Wir1iiaM E. JENNER, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee. 


$2918°—54—pt. 168 
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NOVEMBER 5, 1953. 
Mr. Rosert Morris, 
Internal Security Subcommittee, 
United States Senate, Washington 25, D. C. 


Dear Bos: In accordance with our telephone conversation, I am enclosing 
herewith for your files and records a true copy of our communication with the 
Canadian Government and their reply in connection with your requested inter- 
view with Mr. Igor Gouzenko. 

I am also enclosing photostats of the newspaper articles reporting Gouzenko’s 
willingness to talk to congressional committee representatives, and today’s AP 
dispatch on the turndown which preceded an official communication to the 
Department. 

With best wishes to you, Bob, and hope we can get together before you leave 
town. 

Sincerely, 
FRANCES G. KNIGHT, 
Assistant Deputy Administrator. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington. 
[Transmitted October 29, 1953] 


The Secretary of State presents his compliments to His Excellency the Am- 
bassador of Canada and has the honor to advise that the Department of State 
has been informed by Mr. Robert Morris, counsel for the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee, of his desire to interview Mr. Igor Gouzenko in Canada. Mr. 
Morris has further inquired of the Department of State how such an interview 
could be arranged. He has been informed that his request would be submitted 
to the Government of Canada through its Embassy in Washington. 

Mr. Morris desires the Department to mention that he has noted the publicly 
expressed desire of Mr. Gouzenko to talk to the Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee and that the chairman of this committee, Senator William E. Jenner, 
considers this offer to be valuable. 

It would be appreciated if the Department of State might be informed con- 
cerning the reply the Canadian Government desires to be made to Mr. Morris on 
this matter. 

EUR: BNA: HRaynor : smw SCA EUR 


No. 807 


THE CANADIAN EMBASSY, 
Washington, D. C., November 5, 1953. 

The Ambassador of Canada presents his compliments to the Secretary of 
State and, in reply to his note of October 29 transmitting a request from Mr. 
Robert Morris, counsel for the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, to inter- 
view Mr. Igor Gouzenko in Canada, has the honour to state as follows: 

1. Apparently Mr. Morris’ wish to interview Mr. Guzenko arises from the fact 
as stated in your note of October 29 that he has “noted the publicly expressed 
desire of Mr. Gouzenko to talk to the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee.” 
This presumably refers to a statement attributed to Mr. Gouzenko in an article 
in the Chicago Tribune that he had some further information. 

2. Before this request had been received from Mr. Morris, Mr. Gouzenko had 
already been questioned concerning his alleged statement since, if there had 
been any additional information, it should have been given to the Canadian 
authorities. Mr. Gouzenko, however, denies that he has any further information 
beyond what was reported in the Royal Commission’s report. 

3. Mr. Gouzenko states that he has been misquoted by the Chicago Tribune and 
denies both the alleged remarks concerning additional information and the 
alleged criticism of the handling of the case or the use of the information 
derived from it. 

4. All information connected with this case which could be of value to the 
United States Government was promptly transmitted without delay as soon as 
it was available. 

5. Under these circumstances, it is presumed that the reasons for Mr. Morris’ 
request to interview Mr. Gouzenko have disappeared. 


A. D. 2%. Be. 
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NOVEMBER 13, 1953. 
Hon. Joun Foster DULLES, 
Secretary, Department of State, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Secretary: I am enclosing an exchange of correspondence which 
reflects that Mr. Robert Morris, chief counsel for the Internal Security Subcom- 
mittee, acting through your office, endeavored to interview Mr. Igor Gouzenko, 
former Soviet code clerk in Ottawa, now believed to be in the custody of the Cana- 
dian Government. Your Department transmitted Mr. Morris’ request to the 
Canadian Ambassador who, after notifying his Government, in turn, informed us 
of the Canadian Government’s unwillingness to make Mr. Gouzenko available to 
the subcommittee for questioning either in Canada or in the United States. 

You will note from the attached correspondence that there are certain facts on 
espionage in the United States now in the record of the Internal Security Sub- 
committee which do not appear in the report of the Canadian Royal Commission. 
In view of the discrepancy between this and the last sentence of paragraph 2 of 
the Canadian reply, I submit to you that it would be in the best interest to ask the 
Canadian Government to reconsider its decision in this matter and allow Mr. 
Gouzenko to be made available to this subcommittee. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WitrtaM E. JENNER. 


NOVEMBER 19, 1953. 
Hon. Witi1aM E. JENNER, 
Chairman, the Subcommittee on Internal Security, 
Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate. 

My Dear SENATOR JENNER: I refer to your letter of November 13 in which you 
state your belief that it would be in the best interest to ask the Canadian Govern- 
ment to reconsider its decision in regard to the questioning of Mr. Gouzenko. 
The Department is conveying your request to the Canadian Government and I 
will be glad to inform you when a reply is received. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun Foster DULLES. 


NovEMBER 23, 1953. 
Hon. WItttAM E. JENNER, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR JENNER: I have your letter’ of November 21 enclosing a 
copy of a statement by Igor Gouzenko and asking me to transmit this document 
to the Canadian Government in support of your previously relayed request that 
Mr. Gouzenko be made available to the Internal Security Subcommittee for 
questioning. 

I understand that the Canadian Government reply to the Department’s note of 
November 19 transmitting your request is expected soon, probably tomorrow. In 
the light of this and of the report that the Canadian Government is already in- 
formed concerning Mr. Gouzenko’s statement of November 20, I shall take the 
liberty of awaiting the receipt of the Canadian Government’s reply. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun Foster DULLES. 


The Cuarrman. Let me state for the benefit of the committee, and 
for the public, that our committee is now considering this Igor 
Guzenko matter. We have not arrived at a definite conclusion. 

We will have a session this afternoon to determine what, if any, 
further steps or procedure we should take in this important matter. 

Mr. Morris. Is Mr. Raymond Murphy here? 

Mr. Murpny. Here. 

The CHairman. Will you come forward? 

Will you be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear that the testimony given in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Murruy. I do. 


1 Chairman Jenner's letter and the docuument attached thereto appears in the hearing of 
November 23 at p. 1171. 
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TESTIMONY OF RAYMOND MURPHY, POLITICAL ANALYST, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


The Cuarrman. Will you state your full name for the committee? 

Mr. Mourreuy. Raymond Murphy. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Murruy. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Mourpny. Political analyst, Department of State. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently with the Department of State? 

Mr. Murrny. I am. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman and Senators of the committee, in con- 
nection with the appearance of this witness this morning, we have 
called, pursuant to custom, State Department authorities and asked 
that he be allowed to come down for a particular purpose of identify- 
ing certain notes that are being presented to him now. 

Inasmuch as that is the particular purpose of his being cleared 
here, I think if we limit the questioning to that particular thing, we 
will be adhering to our policy and what we agreed with the State 
Department. 

The Cuatrman. I am sure the committee will cooperate in that 
request. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Murphy, I have given you two photostats there of 
memoranda. 

Mr. Murreny. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do you recognize those ? 

Mr. Murpuy. I recognize the one called E. X. DIBNCFST. 

Mr. Morris. You recognize what ? 

Mr. Murreny. Just a second, 

Mr. Morris. He has not been shown those until now. 

Mr. Murpuy. I recognize them both. 

The Cuatrman. Identify the one you referred to again. 

Mr. Murpuy. The first one is a memorandum of conversation, 
Tuesday, March 20, 1945, Westminster, Md. The name of the in- 
formant is not given. It was Whittaker Chambers. 

Mr. Morris. The second one? 

Mr. Murruy. The second one was a memorandum of conversation, 
August 28, 1946, again with Whittaker Chambers whose name was 
not mentioned. 

Both have the purport of my conversations with him as I typed 
these up the next day based on my memorandum or notes taken at 
the time. 

Senator Jounson. Those are not sworn statements? 

Mr. Murpuy. No. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. McManus, will you get the note for me, please. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of introducing these at this time is to 
show that on March 20, 1945, and later in August 28, 1946, Mr. Cham- 
bers had made a record of certain facts that are of interest to this 
committee. 

1 would like to point out with particularity the reference here—— 

The Cuarrman. Which memorandum are you referring to? 

Mr. Morris. The first one, dated March 20, 1945, which is many 
months before the November 7 and 8 disclosure that Mr. Hoover made 
to General Vaughan of the White House. 





| 





ee ee 


BB is Ae GP 


INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 1181 


Harry White of the Treasury was described as a member at large, 
but rather timid. He put on as Assistant Treasurer Glasser, a mem- 
ber of the underground group and an Adler or Odler. 

The two Coe brothers, also party members, were also put on by 
White. 

Now, there are other items in here which are of interest to the 
committee, but inasmuch as at this particular time we are concen- 
trating on the Treasury aspect of this thing, I think we can confine 
the first memorandum to that. 

The Cuarmman. Those other items are pertaining to other depart- 
ments of the Government ? 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

I think that covers the Treasury now. 

On August 28, 1946, it reads: 


My informant did not know the Coe who taught at McGill University, but 
he understood that he was a Communist. The other Coe he definitely knew to 
be a Communist. Harry White was reported to be a member of one of the cells, 
not a leader, and his brother-in-law, a dentist in New York, is said to be a fanati- 
cal Communist. 


Then it goes on to talk about Alger Hiss. 

The CHarrman. They may go in the record and become a part of 
the record. 

Senator Warktns. The whole thing, or the parts he read? 

The Cuarrman. The parts he read. 

Mr. Morris. I wanted to call attention only at this particular junc- 
ture in the record to the particular reference to the Treasury. 

The Cuatrman. Both of the exhibits in full may go in the record 
and become part of the record. 

(The material referred to follows:) 


MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION, AUGUST 28, 1946 


The Communist underground in Washington is believed to have been set up 
sometime in 1933 after the inauguration of President Roosevelt. My informant 
does not know how or when it was set up, but he believes that Harold Ware had a 
prominent part in creating the underground and in enlisting key members. Ware, 
of course, would have acted pursuant to orders from the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of the United States. 

My informant entered into the Washington picture in the summer of 1935 and 
left it and the party at the end of December 1937. The group was already in 
being and functioning actively. His superior was the Hungarian known as 
J. Peters, the national head of the Communist underground movement. My in- 
formant acted as a courier between Washington and New York. He participated 
in oral discussions in Washington with the group which Peters himself con- 
ducted. They met only the top layer—in other words, leaders of cells of the 
Communist underground in Government circles. 

My informant did not know the Coe who taught at McGill University, but he 
understood that he was a Communist. The other Coe he definitely knew to be a 
Communist. Harry White was reported to be a member of one of the cells, not a 
leader, and his brother-in-law, a dentist in New York, is said to be a fanatical 
Communist. Alger Hiss was never to make converts. His job was to mess up 
policy. The Post of the State Department was a cell member. He thought he 
was of Nat Perlow’s group. Post was formerly on the WPA where he measured 
skulls. He was definitely of minor importance in the movement compared 
with Hiss. 

The heads of the various underground groups in Washington who met with 
Peters were the Hisses, Kramer (Krivitzky), Henry Collins, who was either secre- 
tary or treasurer of the group, John Abt, Lee Pressman, Nat Perlow, and Nat 
Witt. These men met regularly at special meetings. With the exception of 
Donald Hiss, who did not have an organization, they headed parallel organiza- 
tions. But they did not know the personnel of the different organizations. 
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Hal Ware was the top man of these organizations. Upon his death in 1936 a 
fight broke out for leadership, but Nat Witt won out. Sometime after 1937 Witt 
is said to have been succeeded by Abt. 

(There were other underground Communist groups operating in Washington, 
but this was the elite policymaking, top-level group.) This group did not 
exchange secret documents from the Government departments, but did give sealed 
reports on the membership of the groups and on policy. It was not a spy ring 
but one far more important and cunning because its members helped to shape 
policy in their departments. Henry Collins, as secretary or treasurer, delivered 
most of the sealed reports to my informant. At that time Henry Collins was 
believed to be working in the Forestry Division of Agriculture. 

Peters was in the Agricultural Department of Hungary under Bela Kun. He 
was in the Austrian Army in World War l. He is a little dark fellow, small feet 
and wavy black hair. 

At the meetings in Washington with this group Peters would give pep talks 
on Communist theory. He would then talk to each leader separately. Peters 
often discussed the morale with my informant. He praised the Hiss boys to my 
informant very highly but was doubtful of Pressman. He had a high opinion 
of Witt, a slightly less high opinion of Abt, thought Kramer was a nice boy but 
shallow, and had very little use for Perlow. He liked Henry Collins. 

My informant asked Alger Hiss personally to break with the party in early 
1938, but Hiss refused with tears in his eyes and said he would remain loyal 
to the party. 

After his break with the party, Grace Hutchins telephoned the mother of my 
informant on Long Island one night and said that if he did not return to the 
party by the following Thursday, it was a question of his death. 


MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION, TUESDAY, MArcH 20, 1945, WESTMINSTER, Mp. 


The person talking was the liaison man for the Communist Party of the United 
States with most of the persons listed below, and he spoke from personal knowl- 
edge, not hearsay. At the time he described the official line of the Communist 
Party was antiadministration, pretty violent, and the antithesis of the popular 
front days of post-1935. It is true that this second phase blended in with the 
first period during which these persons continued cooperation. 

It seems that in 1934 with the establishment of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Administration and the introduction of much reform legislation in Washington, 
the Communist Party decided its influence could be felt more strongly by enlist- 
ing the active support of underground workers not openly identified with the 
party and never previously affiliated with the party but whose background and 
training would make them possible prospects as affiliates under the guise of 
advancing reform legislation. The Hungarian, party name J. Peters, was 
selected by the Central Committee to supervise the work from New York. His 
Washington representative and contact man was the informant and he personally 
met and discussed many times various problems with the persons listed below 
except those specifically named as coming under another person's jurisdiction. 
The persons listed below are said to have disclosed much confidential matter and 
to have arranged among themselves a program committing this Government to 
a policy in keeping with the desires of the Communist Party. 

The opportunity presented itself for the formation of an underground group 
with the appointment to a leading position in the Agricultural Adjustment Admin- 
istration in 1934 of one Harold Ware. Ware had worked for years in agricultural 
collectivization projects in Russia. “He was a son of Ella Reeves Bloor, veteran 
American Communist, by one of her numerous marriages. On being assigned to 
this agency, Ware found a group of very promising, ambitious young men with 
advanced social and political ideas. Among them were Lee Pressman, Alger 
Hiss, Henry Collins, and Charles Kramer (Krivitsky). They all joined the 
Communist Party and became leaders of cells. No cell has over 10 members. 
This was the nucleus of the Communist underground organization in Washington. 
The purpose was for each member to advance as high as possible in the Govern- 
ment to shape legislation favorable to the program of the Communist Party. The 
top leaders of the underground were: 

1. Harold Ware. 
2. Lee Pressman. 
3. Alger Hiss. In order of their importance. 
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There were various underground headquarters in Washington at the time. 
Among these were a violin studio near Dupont Circle run by Helen Ware, another 
place was a school on the outskirts of Washington run by Alice Mendham. 

The informant dealt with these people from 1934 to the end of 1987 when he 
broke with the party and attempted to persuade various of these contacts to 
break also. He remembers several conversations with Alger Hiss in the early 
part of 1938 during which Hiss was adamant against the plan of breaking with 
the party. He described Hiss as a person with a charming personality, abso- 
lutely sincere in his convictions and motivated by the idea that he was on the 
right track. 

The informant traced the jobs of these men until the end of 1987 and in 
each job they worked together with each other and with the party. Later 
adherents to the party included Donald Hiss, Henry Collins, and a man named 
Post in the State Department. 

In a special category were Noel Field and Lawrence Duggan of the State 
Department. Field was described as a member at large of the party, Duggan 
was not. Neither was connected with the underground and in fact the under- 
ground had orders to refrain from contacting them. The special liaison of 
Field and Duggan was one Hetta Gumperts. She is now in the personnel depart- 
ment of the Todd Shipbuilding Corp. and is married to Paul Massing, a former 
member of the German Communist Party described by General Krivitzky in his 
book. Massing is a penologist for the State of Pennsylvania and they have a 
farm near Quakertown, Pa. He is also known as Karl! Billinger. Hetta Gum- 
perts is a Viennese Jewish girl. When Field went to the League of Nations in 
1936 he left Duggan in her special care. Gumperts was a Communist Interna- 
tional agent. It is understood that Field and Duggan disclosed any informa- 
tion she wanted to know. 

Harry White of the Treasury was described as a member at large but rather 
timid. He put on as assistants in the Treasury, Glasser, a member of the under- 
ground group, and an Adler or Odler, another party member. The two Coe 
brothers, also party members, were also put on by White. 

Nathan Kaplan, head of the National Research project, was a party member 
as was the other head and his sister Rose Weinstein. 

Lee Pressman was not a party member. He was directed by the party to 
accept the offer of John L. Lewis in 1936 to become general counsel of the CIO. 
Pressman is said to have run arms to Spain during the civil war via Mexico and to 
have worked with General Mark More in that project. More was involyed in 
the Rubens Robinson passport case in 1938. 

Nathan Witt of the Labor Board was a party member and also underground. 

When Harold Ware was killed in an auto accident near Baltimore about 1936, 
John Abt succeeded him as leader of the underground in Washington. Abt not 
only succeeded him in the job, he married Ware’s widow, Jessica Smith. Abt 
today is associated as counsel of the CIO-PAC with Sidney Hillman and was a 
delegate to the recent Trade Union Conference in London. 

Eleanor Nelson ran a low grade but important Communist group in the Gov- 
ernment. More of a trade-union group but its members had access to Govern- 
ment files which would be made available to the party. Liss [sic] was a member 
of this group. 


Mr. Morris. You say, Mr. Murphy, you made these up? 

Mr. Morrny. I did, myself. 

Mr. Morris. On the following days, that is on March 21 and August 
29% 

Mr. Morrny. Correct. 

The Cuarrman. What did you do with them after you made them 
up, Mr. Murphy? Have you testified as to what your title and posi- 
tion was at the time? 

Mr. Mourpny. I was a special assistant at the time for the Director 
of the Office of European Affairs. 

The CHarrman. We will not go any further into what happened 
after that. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you, Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. Chairman, the next witness will be Mr. Ullmann. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Ullmann, will you come forward, please. 

Mr. Forer. We object to the photogr aphs and lights, Mr. Chairman. 
We would like to have a ruling against taking the photographs and 
against the lights. 

The Crarrman. It is the policy of this committee that when a wit- 
ness is testifying that he not be photographed and televised. But I 
might state to the photographers and those operating the television 
that if they want to keep the lights and the camera on the committee, 
it will be perfectly agreeable with this committee. 

Will you be sworn to testify, Mr. Ullmann? 

Do you swear that the testimony given in this hearing will be the 

truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so ‘help 3 you God? 

Mr. Uttmann. I do. 

The Cuatrman. Let the record show that Mr. Ullmann is present 
before this committee with his attorney. 

Mr. Forer, will you give your name and address for the record ? 

Mr. Forrr. Joseph Forer, 711 14th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM LUDWIG ULLMANN, HARVEY CEDARS, 
N. J. (ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, JOSEPH FORER) 


The CuAtrman. Will you state your full name for our record? 

Mr. Utimann. William Ludwig Ullmann, 

The Cuarrman. Where do you ‘reside # 

Mr. Uttmann. Harvey Cedars, N. J. 

The Cuatrman. Your business is a builder ? 

Mr. Utumann., Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of Mr. Ullmann. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, during the earlier series of hearings of 
this subcommittee on interlocking subversion in the United States 
Government, Mr. Ullmann’s name has frequently come up. We had 
dispensed calling him. He had been called some years previously by 
the House Un-American Activities Committee and pretty much the 
testimony relating to him related to Mr. Silvermaster, who did appear 
before this committee. 

However, developments in recent weeks, the testimony of Mr. 
Brownell, the testimony of Mr. Hoover, and other witnesses before 
this committee, have so involved Mr. Ullmann that it has been decided 
that he should be here today to give testimony about the materials 
that have appeared since that time. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, will you tell us from what university 
you graduated ? 

Mr. Unimann. I graduated from Drury College in Missouri. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Utitmann. 1930. 

Then gr aduate school at Har yard, 1932—Graduate School of Busi- 
ness Administration. 

Mr. Morris. 1932? 

Mr. Uttmann. That is right. 

Mr. Morris, Anythingelse,Mr. Ullmann? Any other degrees? 

Mr. Utimann. No. 

Mr. Morris. Any other schooling? 
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Mr. Utitmann. Prep school before college, 

Mr. Morris. Any subsequent schooling ? 

Mr. Utitmann. No. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a teacher ? 

Mr. Uttmann. No; I haven't. 

Senator WeLtkrer. Where were you born? 

Mr. Utitmann. Springfield, Mo. 

Senator WeLtker. What year? 

Mr. Utimann. 1908. 

Mr. Morris. What positions have you held subsequent to obtain- 
ing a business degree in Harvard in 1932? 

Mr. Uttmann. What positions? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Utimann. I can’t recall all the positions. 

Mr. Morris. Confine it to your Government positions You came to 
Washington in 1935? 

Mr. Utiemann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You took a position on June 10 with the NRA? 

Mr. Utimann. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Morris. How did you get that job? 

Mr. Uttmann. I applied for a job there with the Consumers Ad- 
visory Committee. 

Mr. Morris. To whom did you apply ? 

Mr. Uttmann. I applied to Mrs. Emily Blair. 

Mr. Morris. What position did Mrs. Emily Blair have at that time? 

Mr. Uttmann. I think she was the head of the Consumers Advisory 
Committee of the NRA. 

Mr. Morris. She is the wife of Harry Blair? 

Mr. Uttmann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay with the NRA ? 

Mr. Uttmann. Until after the Supreme Court decision upset it. 

Mr. Morris. Now, on June 6, 1937, you resigned from NRA to go 
with the Resettlement Division ? 

Mr. Utitmann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the circumstances of that transfer? 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t recall them very well. I applied there for a 
job with the finance division. 

Mr. Morris. What that an increase, Mr. Ullmann ? 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t recall the circumstances of your transferring 
from the NRA to the Resettlement Division ? 

Mr Utimann. No. 

Mr. Morris. Did anyone help you in that transfer ? 

Mr. Utimann. Not that I can remember. 

The Cuairman. Whom did you give as references? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you got promotions on March 31, 1937, you 
received a promotion in Rural Resettlement, did you not? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Now, according to our record, Mr. Ullmann, on June 
30, 1937, you received an emergency appointment as the right-hand 
man for the Director of Rural Resettlement. Does that refresh any 
recollection of yours? 
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- Unimann. As I recall, I was assigned to that division to work 
on aa budgets and financial questions. 

Mr. Morris. Then on March 17, 1939, you resigned to go to Mone- 
tary Research, did you not? 

Mr. Unimann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. How did you get into Monetary Research? That is in 
1939. It was the beginning of a phase in your life that was rather 
extensive, Mr. Ullmann, and I am going to ask you with great stress 
that you try to relate the circumstances ‘of your transfer to Monetary 
Research. 

Mr. Uttmann. I heard there was some work to be done there on 
administration of the Anti-Dumping Act and applied for a job. 

Mr. Morris. Excuse me, Mr. Ullmann. 

Mr. Utimann. I say, I heard that there was some work to be done 
there on the administration of the Anti-Dumping Act under the 
Tariff Act. 

The Cuarrman. Of 1946? 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t remember the date of the act. But it had 
to do with the finding of injury in the case of dumping. 

The CuarrMan. Part of the Revenue Act? 

Mr. Utitmann. Part of the Tariff Act. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Uttmann. And I applied for a position there. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Harry White, Mr. Ullmann? 

Mr. Untmann. It was sometime in that period of 1938, late 1938, 
I think. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, prior to the time you went to Monetary 
Research ? 

Mr. UttMann. Sometime in that period. 

Mr. Morris. When did you meet Frank Coe? 

Mr. Utitmann. After I got to the Treasury. 

Mr. Morris. After you got to the Treasury ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. So Coe would not have helped you get into Monetary 
Research ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. No; not very well. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did Harry White help you in any way get into 
Monetary Research ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. I interviewed White, among others. 

Mr. Morris. He interviewed you, that is! 

Mr. Uttmann. He interviewed me. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you know Mr. C. B. Baldwin at that time? 

Mr. Utitmann. I knew Mr. Baldwin. 

Mr. Morris. Did he write a letter on January 24, 1939, to Mr. Harr y 
Dexter White, Director of Monetary Research of the Treasury De- 
partment in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. I have here what purports to be a photostat of the 
letter of Mr. C. B. Baldwin, January 24, 1939, to Mr. Harry Dexter 
White: 


Dear Mr. Wuire: This is in regard to your letter of January 11, in which 
you requested information concerning Mr. William L. Ullmann, whose applica- 
tion is under consideration in your Division. 
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Mr. Ullmann has been employed in the Finance and Control Division of this 
Administration for over 3 years. In that period he has given entirely satisfac- 
tory service. On several specific occasions I have had an opportunity to observe 
personally the results of Mr. Ullmann’s work, and these assignments were com- 
petently executed. 

I am of the opinion that Mr. Ullmann has a definite capacity for thoughtful 
and painstaking work in the field of finance. 

Does that square with your recollection at that time? 

Mr. Utitmann. I just don’t recall. 

Senator We.ker. May I ask you right now, what was your experi- 

> ’ 
ence in the field of finance ? 

Mr. Utimann. At the Farm Security Administration. 

Senator We.ker. The field of finance in which they said you had 
quite a reputation in that field. What was that experience? 

Mr. UtitmMAnn. It was varied, dealing with budgets and account- 
ing, corporate finance. 

Senator Wixer. Where did he receive that, in private industry or 
in Government ? 

Mr. Utitmann. No; my education was in corporate finance and ac- 

; my 
counting at the Harvard Graduate School of Business. 

Senator Wetxer. Thank you. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in connection with this the witness 
has not identified or recalled that this particular letter was written. 
However, it is a letter from the files and, limited as it is, as evidence, 
may it go into the record? 

The Crarrman. It may go into the record and become a part of 
the record. 

(The material referred to follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Farm Securtry ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, January 24, 1939. 
Mr. H. D. Waite, 
Director of Monetary Research, 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. OC. 


Deak Mr. Wuirte: This is in regard to your letter of January 11 in which 
you requested information concerning Mr. William L. Ullmann, whose applica- 
tion is under consideration in your Division. 

Mr. Ullmann has been employed in the Finance and Control Division of this 
Administration for over 3 years. In that period he has given entirely satisfac- 
tory service. On several specific occasions, I have had an opportunity to observe 
personally the results of Mr. Ullmann’s work, and these assignments were com- 
petently executed. 

I am of the opinion that Mr. Ullmann has a definite capacity for thoughtful 
and painstaking work in the field of finance. I understand that he has rather 
detailed technical knowledge of several of the problems relating to the general 
field of Government finance. I further understand that he has received graduate 
training in the general field of economics and business research. 

I would assume that the combined factors of training and experience in Mr. 
Ulimann’s case would make him a useful worker in your Division. 

Sincerely yours, 
C. B. BaLpwIn, 
Assistant Administrator. 


Mr. Morris. I have here also from the Government files three items 
which I would like to go into the record at this time. 

One is a United States Treasury personnel recommendation which 
indicates that he was promoted by Frank Coe on June 10, 1941. 

Another, dated November 28, 1941, wherein Harry Dexter White 
rates him all strong points except one. 
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Another in which Harry Dexter White on December 24, 1941, recom- 
mended he be raised in his position. 

The Cuatrman. Those may go in the record at this point and be- 
come a part of the record. 

(The material referred to follows: 
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Senator Henprickson. What was the date of that promotion? 

Mr. Morris. The promotion was in 1941. 

What were your duties with the Monetary Research Division, Mr. 
Ullmann ? 

Mr. UttMann. For the first several years I worked on this question 
of injury under the antidumping clause of the Tariff Act. 

Then they became more varied; I worked on the question of mate- 
rials, then strategic materials, in case of war. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in all, how long were you with the Monetary 
Division of the Treasury Department ? 

Mr. Uttmann. Except for the period when I was in the Army, | 
was with them until early 1947. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when were you in the Army, Mr. Ullmann? 

Mr. UttmMann. From October 1942 to, I think, August of 1945. I 
am not sure. 

Mr. Morris. What was the first date? I missed that. 

Mr. Utimann. October 1942. 

Mr. Morris. From October 1942 until 1945, you were in the Army. 
Will you tell us your circumstances of going into the United States 
Army ? 

Mr. Utimann. I was drafted into the Army. 

Mr. Morris. As a private? 

Mr. Unitmann. Yes. I went to officers candidate school. 

Mr. Morris. Did anyone aid you in going to officer candidate school ? 

Mr. UtitMann. Not that I know of. I applied before a board and 
went before a board in the regiment. 

Mr. Morris. What assignments did you have in the Army, Mr. 
Ullmann? 

Mr. Utimann. After I got out of officer candidate school, I was 
assigned to the material and services in the headquarters, Air Corps. 

Mr. Morris. Where was that? 

Mr. Unimann. In Washington. 

Mr. Morris. What other assignments did you have in the Army ? 

Mr. Utimann. That was pretty much all, 

Mr. Morris. That is all ? 

Mr. Uttmann. As an officer? 

The CHarrMaAn. You were stationed at the Pentagon? 

Mr. ULLMANN. Stationed at the Pentagon. 

Mr. Morris. What rank did you achieve? 

Mr. ULLMANN. Major. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in that position, did you have access to confi- 
dential and classified information ? 

Mr. Utitmann. I refuse to answer that question because of my privi- 
lege under the fifth amendment, not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You mean if you truthfully answered that ques- 
tion it might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Utimann. It might. 

Senator Warkrns. It seems to me we are entitled to have from the 
witness what his duties were and what his authority was. I don’t 
think that would incriminate him, to state what he was doing and 
what information was available to him. 

The CuarrMan. The question on which he invoked the fifth amend- 
ment was: “Did you handle classified information ¢” 
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Now, I think your question is proper if you want to find out what 
his gener al duties were, but the question directed to the witness is, Did 
he handle classified documents and information? And he refused to 
answer under the fifth amendment, and this committee reeognizes his 
refusal to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Warxrins. What were your duties with respect to restricted 
matters, classified documents, and information ? 

Mr. Uttmann. My duties in the Air Corps were to try and organize 
the statistics, for higher officers to expedite the flow of critical parts 
of airplanes or airplanes, to aid them in the general production 
program. 

Senator Warkins. That was restricted or classified matter? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
stated. 

Senator Warkins. You fee! if you admitted that, or gave a truth- 
ful answer rather, that it might incriminate you to say whether or 
not it was classified ¢ 

Mr. Unitmann. I have said it might. 

Senator Weitxer. Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Senator Welker. 

Senator Wetxer. Is it not a fact you were sent immediately to 
Air Corps Intelligence after your commission ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. No; it isn’t. 

Senator Weiker. Did you have anything to do whatsoever with 
the Intelligence ? 

Mr. Uttmann. With Air Corps Intelligence ? 

Senator WeLxker. Yes. 

Mr. Utitmann. Not what was officially known as Air Corps Intel- 
ligence. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman and Senator Welker, I have here a 
document which is an application for Federal employment in 1946 
in which Mr. Ullmann gives a description of his duties. He says he 
was with Air Force supply, Administration, and general military 
subjects; supply and production planning of Air Force equipment, 
supplies, and accessories. 

Now, in that position did you know when the designated D-day 
was for the invasion of France ? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

The Cuarrman. You won’t tell the committee that? All right. 
Let the record show that the witness declines to answer under the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution; that his answer might tend to 
incriminate him. 

Mr. Morris. May that whole document be made a part of the record ? 

The Cuairman. It may go into the record and become a part of 
the record. 

(The document referred to follows :) 
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Mr. Morris. I have two documents which contain ratings on the 
work of Mr. Ullmann, dated March 31, 1942. 


Another one, March 31, 1943, which covers the previous period. 


Both ratings have “excellent” from Harry Dexter White. 
They may go into the record and become a part 


The CHAIRMAN. 
of the record. 


(The material referred to follows :) 


ee ee 


ae Se ee ee oO coh ee aie 
EFFICIENCY NS 


x 59 Sa A) Ae BE hse ba : 
based os performance during per e ans =» a 4 -? 


peek we epeer sn .) Pr. E aaa t 


As of PF Sete e 1943 


TS Re t a 
Treasury Vept. 
ae ee ter) pee ey 


Office of the Secy. Div. of Mon, "esearch 


nas S| 


Pe et }. Underline the elementa which are especially 
wt eo ts | ae ST n elements pertinent to the po 
i ® Ot tke eke 
baer te) Te 3 piaethons + USS stb Sa? 
i Py ae Pee hk Pontes: roa | 
aa sg ss 


+ if outstandin 


PB SS iz st been 


Pe GR AE AMS eS Pes Bo hs a) 


STanoagp 


Devigtions must be eepinined on reverse side of 


marked plus, and no. element 
srked plus, and as 


a check, and 

eT Cs 
ee 

seed es here 

5 8 i be) bas 4 hs rlined clemants 

A ma; ears Cet Mr ts et et] 
& check, and minus marks mot fully compensated by 
plua marke be tha 

A rajority of underlined elements marked minus Unsatisfactory 


Fi = 
On the whole, do yuu consider the conduct af thie employee to be satiafactory ed 


aeons nannennnnnnntinnnsnnnnnaecstinnsitesinnsiectinncnssttestitthcuetntdealetinnnnnnnnennee 


p eae’ 7 
Rated by .. i an LP. ra eS 


ee 
Eereen me chat 


ae oes 
Reviewed by 
Peretti ees tT ett 


+ Rating approved by efficiency rating committee 
el 





TERLOCKIN SUBVERSIO} 


A eT 
aaa AAU 


era based on performance during pertod from a 
PROSE Demmeret. he's) Pee eee et te 87 Treasury Department 
et ee eer) eee ee ote ty 
hice of the Secretary Div. of Mon. iasearch 
Peete] Ces (Peek ative 


ON LENES BELOW 1. Underfine the elements which re eapecialiy important in the peaition. CRRCE ONE 
Rate only on elements pertinent ORS as elas) 

+ rate on elementa in pies Pe MO Mc ae I tei ‘eo 
5 se supervisory, or planning positic 
if adequate ae pe on to état 2 - ms] shemeiioaes Rh ce Cee ed 
ae td elements pertinent to the enor Ty peso Poe mae 4 planning , 

Before rating, become thorough!y familiar with instructiona im the 

if outstamding rating; manual wee. ts | 


MARK KMPLOTER 
SOEs e ig tS Aa 


(1) Matmtenance 4 reeset Sa wat fet te t Pe TRUE Se a a Bi 
to y H SMe OM Me ee a 
Pe te a ak a 
m the application of techniques and : 
Peet be | PR Lo eM ae 
Presentability of work (apprepriatences of at Few eee | laying out work and establish 
PRA ES and appearance of wark} . Rn Mis 
Attention te broad phases of assiguments , 
: Soe enn Efectivencss in directing, reviewing, and aback 
Attention to pertinent detail. ing the work of gubprdinates 


peer] 


nated of operations E Pe ee Mg MR 
Accarncy of final reselts. CPR Merce ea es 


Acenracy of jgdgments or decisions Efectivences in promoting high werking morale 
po Sa 


Phd thot) presenting ideas er facts 3 Pee NOME ay C17 So MT gw 


— 5 Sa Sade shamed Evra, 
ben ta ata a 
E hes eet eo) pera’ yr ae Te ue 


unl ei atelier mated ence ta tine Henite anit deadimes 


eo aahe 


Pe Ror Le 
Amount of seceptable work produced. (Is mark od 2 


based om production reeurds? ; {83} Effectiveness im delegating \ clearly daftned 
. ee authority te act. 
Ability to organist his work 
} Eilfectivences im meeting and dealing with 
othere oF oe MS eM g et Me SS ses BS) 


Cocperativencas. 
Beasts Sad 
Be tee te the 
astro 
fe sis bans fitness for the work 


Peete S35) 
Devistare must be caplacmed om revere side of this form 


ne eed 


Ali underlined elements marked plus, and no element eae 
marked minus ree Sita ihg 
A majority of anderilined slements marked plus, and no 
element marked minras Very good 
All underlined ¢hements marked at least with 4 check, and 
ee ee te BEC Mets oo 
a majority of underlined cler tae tear? 
a check, and minus-marks on un ned € r . 9 
be tke he mb a bei inks SME tes tai te a 
A majority of under K sien ala--tdgasteaes 
a check, aod minus marka not ful Bs peer 
Po Mie Sao | 
. ann ority of 


Ce oe 


bie Ig 
Reviewed by 


Rating approved 


Mr. Morris. Mr, Chairman, we have here also a document which 
gives a job description of Mr. Ullmann’s work while he was in the 
Monetary Division. May that be read at this time? 

The Cuarrman. Yes 

Mr. Manpet. This is from the United States Civil Service Com- 
mission classification sheet dated November 8, 1941, and signed by 
Charles S. Bell, acting administrative assistant to the Secretary, for 

William Ludwig Ullmann. 
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DeSCRIPTION OF Du?IES 


Under general administrative supervision with wide latitude for independent 
or unreviewed action or decision as senior economic analyst performs unusually 
difficult and responsible professional work involved in performing research, 
making economic analyses and studies, and preparing memoranda and reports 
in one or more of the following fields: 

(1) Economic, financial, and political conditions of foreign countries involving 
unalysis of current financial data, country surveys of the domestie and inter 
national economic situation, and analysis of new developments for one of the 
following geographical areas; Latin America, Continental Europe, Far East, 
and British Empire; 

(2) International investments including United States foreign investments, 
blocked and other involuntary investments, foreign holdings in the United 
States, foreign assets of the United Kingdom, and other Allied and Axis foreign 
assets. 

(3) Foreign commercial policy involving such matters as dumping, Tariff 
Act and customs problems, countervailing duties, foreign discrimination, export 
control, strategic material, and other United States foreign-commerce problems 

(4) Exchange control, including statistics, economic information, and analysis 
of foreign-funds control in both this country and abroad with special emphasis 
upon analysis of information and statistics made available through foreign 
funds control. 

(5) International money and finance including gold, silver, exchange rates, cap 
ital movements, international monetary agreements, and foreign monetary sys- 
tems—legislation. 

(6) Banking and domestic finance including United States economic condi 
tions, Treasury finance, and the national economy, currency and coinage, bank- 
ing problems, monetary and banking legislation, and problems of inflation. 

(7) Stabilization funds including both United States and foreign stabilization 
funds, stabilization operations, and international competitive position. 

More specifically, incumbent performs such duties, as follows: Working inde 
pendently except for occasional discussions with supervisor on objectives and 
unusual problems and on the basis of general assignments from supervisor or 
on oWn initiative without specific assignment, makes difficult and highly impor- 
tant studies consisting of both long-term comprehensive projects and short stud 
ies dealing with specific questions, problems, or events, such requiring individual 
responsibility for planning the extent of the study, outlining the scope of the 
work, determining methods of approach, discovering sources of material, estab 
lishing necessary contacts, gathering and selecting material, summarizing, com 
piling and analyzing data, interpreting data in significant economic, financial 
political terms, and preparing adequate research reports and memoranda which 
contain analyses, conclusions, and recommendations as to the application of 
data; reviews diplomatic cables and consular reports, current writings of lead- 
ing economists, items of interest in the foreign financial press and studies and 
speeches on economic, financial, monetary, and related problems, and writes for 
the Director memoranda containing abstracts, summaries, or Comments on sig- 
nificant points, attends congressional debates and hearings and various confer- 
ences and meetings dealing with incumbent’s particular field of work; analyzes, 
evaluates, criticizes, and comments on various proposals, schemes, or plans of 
an economie or financial nature, prepares answers to letters from Congressmen, 
business firms, and the general public relating to policies and factual data as 
regards the monetary functions of the Treasury Department; occasionally serves 
as a foreign observer of the Treasury or as a member of a delegation at foreign 
conferences; keeps abreast of latent economic, financial, political, monetary, and 
related developments involving studying cables, consular reports, ete. 

The Cuaiman. Is that a fair statement of your job description, 
sir¢ 

Mr. Utimann. That sounds like I was mighty busy. 

The Cuarman. Is that a fair statement of your job description / 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t recognize parts of it. 

The CuatrMan. You do recognize parts of it? 

Mr. ULLMANN. Yes. 

The CHarrmMan. At that time were you a member of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 
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Mr. ULitMANN. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as stated before. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CHarrMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator We.ker. I noticed you testified that you had something to 
do with the strategic material in case of war while you were in “the 
Monetary Division. 

Could you help the committee by telling us what your activities 
were with respect to the strategic materials in the eve nt of war? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t recall very much. I would make quick sur- 
veys as to copper. I remember one was the flow of high-octane gaso- 
line to Japan before we were in the war because the Treasury had 
the copies of custom manifests and the Treasury was opposed to those 
shipments at that time. 

Senator WELKER. Now, at the time you assumed those duties, were 
you a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. UttMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as stated before. 

Senator Weiker. At the time you assumed those duties, were you 
engaged in espionage activities against the Government of the United 
States / 

Mr. UttMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as stated before. 

The CuatmrMan. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Frank Coe was your superior in the Monetary Divi- 
sion, was he not, Mr. Ullmann ? 

Mr. ULLMANN. At one time, I think he was. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. I notice in this : application for Federal employment 
in 1946, you described yourself as an economic analyst, you headed 
up the economic research work on Germany and Eastern European 
countries. 

Did you do that work? 

Mr. Uttmann. That was after the war. 

The CHamrMan. You attended meetings and wrote recommenda- 
tions on the question of financial policy and administration in Ger- 
many and Austria, prepared recommendations on exchange rates, 
commercial policy, financial and settlement pertaining to countries of 
Eastern Europe. 

Does that refresh your recollection as to your duties? 

Mr. UtieMann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. It is listed here the name and title of superior was 
Frank C. Coe. 

Mr. UttmMann. What was his title? 

Mr. Morris. He was Director of Monetary Research. 

Mr. ULLMANN. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Mr. Coe? 

Mr. Uttmann. After I came to the Treasury. He was there for 
a brief period, 

Senator We_ker. Where did you meet him? 

Mr. Utimann. At the Treasury Department. 

Senator Wetker. Never met him at any other place? 


Mr. Utiemann. I understood the question was where did I first meet 
him ¢ 
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Senator WeLker. Yes. You never met him at any other social 
event ? 

Mr. Utitmann. As far as I know I never have. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Ullmann, were you taken out of the Army at the 
request of Frank Coe? 

Mr. Utimann. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Do you recall receiving a letter on November 9, 1945, a 
letter dated November 9, 1945, which reads: 

My Dear Mr. ULLMANN: On the recommendation of Mr. Frank Coe, Director 
of Monetary Research, you are hereby returned to duty from military furlough 
and promoted froin P—6, $6,230 per annum to grade P-7, $7,175 per annum, effec- 
tive October 15, 1945. 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t recall the letter. 

Senator WeLKer. May I suggest that the exhibit be shown the wit- 
ness and ask him whether or not it refreshes his memory. 

The CuarrMan. Will you show the witness the exhibit just referred 
to? 

Does it refresh your memory, Mr. Ullmann ? 

Mr. UttmMann. I don’t recall. 

Senator WeLker. You don’t recall a letter telling you that you were 
freed from Army service, going back into the Government ? 

Mr. ULLMANN. It was normal formality. I don’t recall the letter. 

Senator WeLker. It is not a normal formality. There were many 
such soldiers that did not get such a letter. I am inquiring of you 
whether or not you have completely forgotten that very important 
matter ? 

Mr. Utimann. I don't recall this particular letter. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, this letter is signed by Paul E. Kelley, 
administrative assistant to the Secretary, addressed to Mr. William 
L. Ullmann, Economic Analyst, Division of Monetary Research, Wash- 
ington, D. C., dated November 9, 1945. May it go into the record / 

The CuarrMan. It may go in the record and become a part of the 
record. 

(The material referred to follows:) 

NoveMBeER 9, 1945. 
Mr. WILLIAM L, ULLMANN, 
Economic Analyst, Division of Monetary Research, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. ULLMANN: On the recommendation of Mr. Frank Coe, Director 
of Monetary Research, you are hereby returned to duty from military furlough 
and promoted from grade P-6, $6,230 per annum, to grade P-—7, $7,175 per annum, 
effective October 15, 1945. 

By direction of the Secretary. 

Very truly yours, 
Pau. E. KELLey, 
Administrative Assistant to the Necretary. 

Mr. Morris. You worked under Harold Glasser, did you not, Mr. 
Ullmann? 

Mr. Utiemann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Is that for the period 1946 to 1947? 

Mr. Utimann. That sounds possible. I just don’t remember the 
dates. 

Mr. Morris. The records seems to indicate that you worked under 
Mr. Glasser from April 1, 1946, to March 31, 1947. It indicates also 
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that Mr. Glasser rated you “E”; that is E for excellent, at the place 
you were working. 

When did you first meet Mr. Glasser, Mr. Ullmann ? 

Mr. Urtmann. I met him when I went to work for the Treasury. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you had not met him previously ? 

Mr. Utumann. As far as I can recall I had not. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, Miss Bentley has testified before this 
committee that she received secret documents from Harry Dexter 
White through you and that these documents were turned over by her 
to Soviet Militar y Intelligence people. 

Would you tell us whether or not that testimony was true testi- 
mony ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
erounds as stated previously. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever receive classified material from Harry 
Dexter White to be turned over to the Soviet Military Intelligence? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
erounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever receive any classified information from 
Frank Coe to be turned over to the Soviet Military Intelligence? 

Mr. Utitmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
ground. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever receive any classified information from 
Harold Glasser to be transmitted and was transmitted by you to 
Soviet Intelligence ? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
crounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever reproduce any classified Government 
documents in the basement of your home, Mr. Ullmann ? 

Mr. Utumann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you maintain a photographic equipment labora- 
tory in the basement of your home ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have a Graflex camera in your home? 

Mr. Utumann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Do you possess one at this time? 

Mr. Utumann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever possessed one? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
vrounds. 

The Cuarrman. You mean, Mr. Ullmann, that that might tend to 
incriminate you to tell this committee whether or not you ever owned 
a Graflex camera ¢ 

Mr. ULLMANN. It might. 

Senator WeL_ker. Did you ever own any other kind of a camera? 

Mr. UttMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Senator WeLxer. Did you ever own any enlarger? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator Weiker. Or developing material or printing material con- 
nected with photography ¢ 
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Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator Watkins. 1 would like to ask a question. 

The CuarrMan. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Warkxins. Would you care to make any comment on the 
testimony of Miss Bentley with respect to you 

Mr. Uttmann. I would not. 

Senator Wevker. Is it a false or true accusation of Miss Bentley ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground 
as stated previously. 

The Cuairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever drafted a will, Mr. Ullmann, drafted 
or executed a will? 

Mr. Utitmann. I started to draft one once. 

Mr. Morris. What happened ? 

Mr. UtutMann. I don’t recall the final outcome. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, do you remember in executive session 
I showed you a photostatic copy of what was purported to be the last 
will and testament of William L. Ullmann, residing at 5515 30th 
Street NW. ? 

The Cuatrman. You did reside at 5515 30th Street NW.? 

Mr. Utumann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Do you recall preparing that draft? 

Mr. Uttmann. I recall working on it, I think. 

Mr. Morris. Was that prepared by some attorney ? 

Mr. Uttmann. I can’t recall that exactly, but I think some attorney 
was helping me on it. 

Mr. Morris. Who was that attorney? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t recall who it was? 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t. 

Senator Weiker. Did not you tell us it was an attorney in the Treas- 
ury Department ? 

Mr. Utitmann. I said it might have been, and I think perhaps it was, 
but I am not sure of that. 

Senator We.xer. Is that the only will you have ever executed in 
your lifetime ¢ 

Mr. Utitmann. Yes. 

Senator We_ker. You mean to tell this committee that you have 
forgotten where you executed it, or what attorney helped you in the 
preparation of that document ? 

Mr. Utiumann. Yes, I do. 

The Cuarrman. Do you care again to see the instrument shown you 
in executive session, the draft of your will? Would you like to look 
it over again to refresh your memory ¢ 

Mr. UttMann. Well, I can look it over again. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Ullmann, who were the attorneys in 
the Treasury Department with whom you were closely acquainted 4 

Mr. Uttmann. There were several attorneys in the General Coun- 
sel’s office. 

Senator Henpricxson. That does not answer the question. Who 
were they? Do you remember them? 

Mr. Uttmann. There was Joe DuBois. 

Senator Henpricxson. DuBois? 

Mr. Uttmann. Yes. I think his name was Josiah. 
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Senator Henprickson. Would it be Josiah DuBois that drew this 
will for you? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t think so. 

There was Gil Friedman. 

Senator Henprickson. Might he have drawn the will for you? 

Mr. Utitmann. He might have. That is possible. 

An attorney named Locker. He might have helped me on it. 
I just don’t recall. 

Senator Henprickson. Any one of last two names mentioned might 
have been the persons who helped you with the will; is that correct ? 

Mr. Utitmann. Yes, they might have. 

Senator Henpricxson. Where do they live now ? 

_ Mr. Utiumann. I am not sure. 

Senator Henprickson. Where did they live then, in Washington ? 

Mr. ULLMANN. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. Will you examine the will and see if it refreshes 
your memory ¢ 

Mr. Utimann. This might have been it, or this might be a draft of 
it, an earher draft. 

Senator Warkins. You mean a copy ? 

Mr. Utitmann. No; it might be an earlier draft. It is not signed 
| noticed. 

Mr. Morris. Will you read paragraph 2 of that will on page 1. 

Mr. ULLMANN (reading) : 

I give and bequeath to my sister and brother-in-law, Frances and D. William 
DeArmand, jointly, my Graflex camera and darkroom equipment. 

Mr. Morris. You did own a Graflex camera and darkroom equip- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Usimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

The CHatrmMan. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Warkins. You furnished whatever material was needed 
for the drafting of this will, did you not ? 

Mr. Utitmann. For what? 

Senator Warxins. You furnished the material, the facts, the 
list of the properties you had and what you wanted done with it 
to the lawyer who drafted this will? 

Mr. ULtmann. In general; yes, sir. 

Senator Warkins. Will you say now you did not furnish the infor- 
mation with respect to this item 2, the Graflex camera ¢ 

Mr. ULitMaNnn. Excuse me just a minute. 

The Cuarrman. You may consult your counsel before responding 
to the question. 

Mr. Utitmann. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Warkrns. You do that again because if you gave a truthful 
answer it might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Utimann. It might. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, under the terms of that will, if that was 
a will, executed will, you did appoint Nathan Gregory Silvermaster 
your executor, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. | don’t recall. Under the terms of this document 
here—— 


Mr. Morris. Yes. 
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Mr. Uttmann. I think that is what it states. 

Mr. Morris. Yes; it does state that. 

Mr. ULitmMann. It does state that? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may the whole document, which has 
been identified by Mr. Ullmann, be admitted and go into the record ! 

The CHamman. Yes. 

(The material referred to follows:) 


Last WILL AND TESTAMENT 


I, William L. Ullmann, residing at 5515 30th Street NW., Washington, D. C., 
being over the age of 21 years and being of sound and disposing mind and 
memory, do hereby declare this to be my last will and testament, hereby revoking 
all former wills by me heretofore made. 

(1) I give and bequeath to my father and mother, jointly, the following 
legacies : 


(a) All money at time of my death that I have on deposit in my checking 
and savings account at the Morris Plan Bank, Washington, D. C. 

(b) All unpaid or accrued salary payments or other moneys owing or 
due to me at the time of my death, or to become due or owing to me at 
any future time from the United States Treasury Department, or any other 
person or firm. 

(c) All United States Government bonds owned by me at the time of 
my death, including those now being held in safekeeping at the United 
States Treasury Department and at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago, 
registered under my War Department Serial No. 0579514. 


(2) I give and bequeath to my sister and brother-in-law, Frances and D. 
William DeArmand, jointly, my Graflex camera and darkroom equipment. 

(3) I give and bequeath to my sister, Mrs. Frances DeArmand, all common 
stock owned by me at the time of my death in the Grandin Coast Lumber Co, 
and Venezuela Petroleum Corp., but if my sister shall die in my lifetime I give 
the same to my father and mother jointly. 

(4) I give, devise, and bequeath to Mr. and Mrs. N. Gregory Silvermaster 
all my interest in the house at 5515 30th Street NW., Washington, D. C., 
including all articles of household or personal use or adornment in and about 
the house, except such articles or effects which I have specifically disposed 
of herein. 

(5) All the rest, residue and remainder of my estate, real, personal or mixed, 
of whatever kind or character, or wheresoever situated, I give, devise, and 
bequeath to my father and mother jointly. 

(6) I appoint N. Gregory Silvermaster the executor of this, my last will 
and testament, but, if he dies in my lifetime, I appoint his wife, Helen P. Silver- 
master, executrix of this my last will and testament. I hereby excuse my 
executor or his successor from giving any probate or bond or bonds in order 
to qualify as such executor or executrix. I also give to my executor or his 
successor full power and authority to sell and convey any of my estate, real or 
personal, and to that end to execute and deliver good and sufficient deeds of 
conveyance and transfer. I further authorize my executor or his successor to 
pay all suecession and inheritance and estate taxes from my estate as an 
administrative expense. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal this —- day of 

- , 194 
—_ ee! 


Signed, sealed, published, and declared by William L. Ullmann, the above- 
named testator, as and for his last will and testament, in the presence of us, 
who at his request, and in his presence, and in the presence of each other, have 
hereunto subscribed our names as attesting witnesses this day of 


Re Residing at 


Residing at 
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Senator WeLker. The document appoints N. Gregory Silvermaster 
as executor of this, his last will and testament, and:that in the 
event— 
he dies in my lifetime I appoint his wife, Helen T. Silvermaster, executrix of 
this, my last will and testament. 

Does that refresh your memory, Mr. Ullmann? 

Mr. Utitmann. No: not particularly. 

Senator We._ker. You want to tell this committee that you don’t 
know whom you named as the executor or executrix of the last will 
and testament ? 

Mr. Utitmann. I just don’t recall this. I say it might have been 

Senator Warkins. Did you finally execute the will and make it 
a legal document ? 

Mr. Uttmann. Iam not sure that I did. : 

Senator Warkins. You are not sure you did not, either? 

Mr. Uttmann. No: Iam not sure I didn’t, either. 

Senator Warkins. You do not have any memory on that? 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t have. 

Senator Henprickson. What happened to the original document ? 

Mr. Utimann. I just don’t recall. 

Senator eee y: Did you destroy it ? 

Mr. Utitmann. No: I don’t think I did. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you have a will prepared today ? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t think I have one. 

Senator WexLKer. If this is in existence, the original will, that is 
your final last will and testament, is it ? 

Mr. UtiMann. Yes: it is: if it was executed I mean. 

Senator Henprickson. What prompted you to draw this will? 

Mr. UntmMann. What is the date on this will ? 

Mr. Morris. It is undated. 

Mr. Utumann. I remember I discussed it at one time when I was 
going to go to Europe onatrip. I was going to fly. 

Senator Wre_ker. What year was that ? 

Mr. Utitmann. Early 1946. 

Senator Jounston. Whom did you discuss it with ? 

Mr. Uttmann. I think it was one of these attorneys at the Treasury. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Johnston, I might add that this was taken 
from the Treasury Department files and there seemed to be an indi- 
cation—I don’t know why the will of an individual should be in the 
Treasury Department files if it were not in some support of Mr. 
Ullmann’s st: ite ment that a Treasury Department lawyer had drawn 
it up for him. 

Senator Jounston. You did have an attorney there work on 
the will? 

Mr. Uti_mann. I said I think I did consult one of the attorneys in 
the general counsel’s office there. 

The Cuarrman. The will was prepared by this attorney ? 

Mr. Utitmann. As far as I remember. 

The Crairman. Is that a common practice that the employees in 
the Treasury Department have their wills drawn on Government time 
and Government expense ? 

Mr. UttMann. I am not even sure it was on Government time and 
Government expense. 
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The CuatrmMan. You just don’t recall much about it. 

Mr. UttmMann. I don’t recall too much about it. 

Senator WeLker. Do you have any idea why a copy of this last will 
and testament of yours would be in the Treasury Department files? 

Mr. Uttmann. No; I haven’t. 

Mr. Morris. Were you an oflicer at the Bretton Woods Monetary 
Conference in 1844? 

Mr. Utemann. Was I an officer? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Utimann. I was there. 

The CuatrMan. You attended? 

Mr. Uttmann. I attended. 

Mr. Morris. I have here, Mr. Ullmann, a compilation of officers 
of the Conference, members of the delegations, and officers of the 
secretariat, Bretton Woods, N. H., July 1944. 

Mr. Uttmann. I didn’t know we were designated as officers. 

Mr. Morris. You are listed as assistant secretary, Capt. William L. 
Ullmann. That is page 4. Assistant secretary, organization manage- 
ment at the Conference. 

Mr. ULtMaAnn. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You were a captain in the Air Force at that time, 
were you not ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. How do you account for the fact that you were assist- 
ant secretary at the Bretton Woods Monetary Conference in 1944? 

Mr. Uttmann. I was borrowed by the Treasury to go there. 

Mr. Morris. You were taken out of the Army ¢ 

Mr. Utitmann. I was borrowed. 

The Cuamman. Who borrowed you? 

Mr. UttmMann. I think it was Mr. White. 

Mr. Morris. Solomon Adler was at that Conference, was he not ? 

Mr. UtitmMaAnn. I don’t recall he was. 

Mr. Morris. Do you not recall his being brought back from China 
to attend this particular conference? You know Solomon Adler, 
do you not? 

Mr. Utimann. Yes; I know him. 

Mr. Morris. What was Solomon Adler’s position in the Treasury 
Department ¢ 

Mr. Utimann. He was an economist. 

Mr. Morris. What was his title? What was his job? He was 
Treasury attaché in China for many years? 

Mr. Utiemann,. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Before he went there can you tell us what work he did 
in the Treasury Department ? 

Mr. Utimann. As I recall, he worked on monetary and financial 
problems surrounding the Far East. 

Mr. Morris. Then he went to China as the Treasury attaché and 
stayed there until 1949 and 1950, did he not ? 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t know the dates. 

Mr. Morris. Did he ever transmit to you any classified material 
to be turned over to Soviet Military Intelligence ? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as stated before 
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Mr. Morris. Who else was at the Bretton Woods Monetary Confer- 
ence at that time in your particular monetary division ¢ 

Mr. White was there, was he not ? 

Mr. Utitmann. Mr. White was there. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Coe was there, was he not ¢ 

Mr. Uritmann. I don’t recall that he was, 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Coe is listed here as a technical secretary-general. 
That is the third group of officers right under the Secretary-General. 
He is the technical secretary-general. Frank Coe, Assistant Admin- 
strator, Foreign Economie Administration. 

Mr. Uttmann. He may have been. 

Mr. Morris. Was that the only assignment that you had while you 
were in the United States Army to attend international conferences? 

Mr. UtitMann. I was borrowed to go to the San Francisco Confer- 
ence in 1945. 

The Cuarrman. United Nations? 

Mr. Utitmann. United Nations. 

Mr. Morris. In what capacity did you go there? 

Mr. Urtmann. Assistant to Mr. White. 

Mr. Morris. What was Mr. White’s role there? 

Mr. Utimann. He was supposed to give technical advice on the 
forming of the Economic and Social Council He didn’t stay for the 
duration of the Conference. 

Mr. Morris. You did stay for the duration ? 

Mr. Uttmann. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Morris. You came back with him? 

Mr. Utitmann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You flew out with him? 

Mr. UtitmMann. No; I think I flew out separately. 

Mr. Morris. But you did come back with him ? 

Mr. Utimann. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a gentleman named Chao-ting Chi? 

Mr. Utimann. I don’t recall meeting him. 

Mr. Morris. He is listed here as Assistant Secretary-General of 
China at the Bretton Woods Conference. Do you recall meeting him 
at any time ? 

Mr. Urimann. No. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to read some of the 
testimony that Miss Bentley gave before this committee about Mr. 
Ullmann. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. This is Miss Bentley testifying, August 14, 1951—— 

Senator Werker. First, may I ask a question. Maybe it has been 
asked, Mr. Chairman. 

Have you ever met Elizabeth Bentley ? 

Mr. UttmMann. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Weiker. Or Whittaker Chambers? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. The question put to Miss Bentley was: 


Did you have a confidental Government record come to you from Harry Dexter 
White? 

Miss BENTLEY. Many of them, all labeled from Harry because Soviet agents 
like to know who is providing what. 

Question: How many copies of such reports would you receive? 





INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 1209 


Miss BENTLEY. How many copies? 

Question: Would they come in duplicate? 

Miss Bentley. Sometimes it was a carbon copy. Many, many times those 
documents were photographed in the Silvermaster cellar because they could not 
be spared. 

Question: Would you give us a concrete example of your dealings with Harry 
Dexter White? 

Miss BENTLEY. In the way of material? 

Question: Yes, who gave it to you, for instance? 

Miss BENTLEY. Well, in the early days Lud Ullmann who was then working in r 
the Treasury used to bring it out. Sometimes Harry was leery about bringing 
them out himself. Sometimes it would be given to Bill Taylor. 

Question: Who was Bill Taylor? 

Miss Benriey. He was another Communist Party member in the Treasury 
who paid his dues and was a member of the Silvermaster group. 

Question: Was Ullmann in the same category? 

Miss BENTLEY. Ullmann was in the same category. I knew Ullmann as well as 
Silvermaster, 

Question: Would Ullmann give you a report and tell you it was a report from 
Harry White? 

Miss Bentiey. Yes; and he would also type on it “from Harry.” 

Question: What would you do? 

Miss BENTLEY. I would take that back and when Mr. Golos was alive I would 
give it to him and after he passed on I would give it to the successor agent. 


Would you care to comment in any way on that series of questions 
and answers ? 

Mr. Utitmann. No; I wouldn't. 

Mr. Morris. For what reason ? 

Mr. UttMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. You were a friend of Harry Dexter White, Mr. 
Ullmann? 

Mr. UttMann. I am proud to say I was. 

The CrarrmMan. You drove him home at night usually, did you not ? 

Mr. Ututmann. I wouldn't say usually; occasionally. 

The Cuairman. Many times you took him home? 

Mr. Utumann. Yes. 

The Cuairman. Did he not live with you and Gregory Silver- 
master ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. No, he didn’t. 

The Cuatrman. You didn’t live in the same house? 

Mr. UtitmMann. Harry White? 

The Cuarrman. Silvermaster ? 

Mr. ULLMANN. Silvermaster and I lived together. 

The Cuatrman. What was the address ¢ 

Mr. Utitmann. Northwest 30th Street. 

The Cuamman. The address refered to in the will? 

Mr. Utumann. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Here in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. UttmMann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, did you make a practice of driving 
White home every evening after work no matter how late this re- 
quired you to stay at the office? 

Mr. Uttmann. No; I made no practice of it. 

Mr. Morris. You did on frequent occasions? 

Mr. Uttmann. I did maybe on some occasions. I don’t recall. 

The Cuarrman. I believe the impression is left here that you did 
live with Gregory Silvermaster. As a matter of fact, you still live 
with Nathan Gregory Silvermaster ? 


32918°—54—pt. 16——10 
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Mr. Utitmann. Yes, I do. 

Senator Wei_krr. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuairman. You may. 

Senator Wetker. Was there a cellar in the Silvermaster home where 
you both lived ¢ 

Mr. Utumann. I refuse to answer that question on the ground pre- 
viously stated, 

Senator Weiker. A basement ? 

Mr. Utiumann. I refuse to answer the question on the ground pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator We_ker. Would you care to tell us how many bedrooms 
you had in the house ¢ 

Mr. Untimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Senator We_ker. How many years did you live in this same par- 
ticular house with Silvermaster ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. Where I live now? 

The Cuarrman. You don’t live there now, do you, sir? 

Senator Weiker. At the address given in your will, how many 
years did you live there with Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Utitmann. I don’t know, but I think probably 8 or 9. 

Senator Weiker. Eight or nine years. You mean to tell this com- 
mittee if you told us whether there were some bedrooms or a basement 
in the house that might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Utitmann. It might. 

Senator Wetker. Did the house have any windows in it? 

Mr. Utumann. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. That would not tend to incriminate you? 

Senator Henprickson. Did the house have a roof on it? 

Mr. Uttmann. Yes, it had. 

Senator Weiker. Anybody else live with you there, you and Silver- 
master ¢ 

Mr. Utitmann. Mrs. Silvermaster. 

Senator Weiker. She was named the executrix in the event of his 
death in your will. 

Can you tell the committee about any callers that you had? Did 
Mr. Coe call on you? 

Mr. Utitmann. I refuse to answer that question on the ground pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Weiker. Did Mr. White call on you there? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

Senator Wreiker. Mr. Adler call on you there? 

Mr. UttmMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator Weixer. Did Harold Glasser call on you there ? 

Mr. ULtMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator Wetker. You know it to be a fact, do you not, that all of 
those witnesses have been before this committee and have refused to 
answer whether or not they were members of the Communist Party 
under the fifth amendment ? 

The Cuarman. Correction there. Mr. Adler has not been before 
this committee. 

Mr. Uttmann; Was Mr. White here? 

Senator Wetker. No, not this committee. I was in error on Mr. 
White. 
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But you know the others have appeared before this committee and, 
like you, declined to answer the question whether or not they were 
members of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t know that they have all been here. 

The CHatrman. You know that Nathan Gregory Silvermaster has 
been here? 

Mr. Utitmann. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. He told you about that; didn’t he? 

Mr. UtitmMann. Yes, 

Senator We.xer. After he returned, in April I think it was. 

Now, would you care to tell the committee whom you talked to about 
the testimony here other than perhaps your counsel ? 

Mr. Utimann. No. 

Senator WeLker. You would not care to tell ? 

Mr. Utitmann. No. 

Senator WeLker. Why? 

Mr. ULLMANN. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator Weiker. You did not talk to Mr. Silvermaster ¢ 

Mr. Ututmann. Yes; I talked to Mr. Silvermaster. 

Senator Weiker. Did he tell you what to expect in the way of ques 
tions from the committee? 

Mr. ULtMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 

Senator We._ker. You were quite well briefed before you came here ; 
were you not? Quite well briefed as to what to say; were you not ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on ae same grounds, 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, when you were in the Pentagon, did you 
frequently—in fact, did you make daily trips back to the Treasury 
Department ¢ 

Mr. Utitmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. You would not tell us whether or not you went from 
the Pentagon over to the Treasury Department while you were an Air 
Force officer? 

Mr. Utitmann. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have lunch with Henrietta Klotz in the Wash- 
ington Coffee Shop? 

Mr. UttMann. [refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Now Miss Bentley testified, I think before the House 
committee, not before our committee, that— 

Mr. Ullmann was in the Pentagon with the Air Corps and through his connection 
with General Hilldring’s office he had learned the date, and I remember distinctl) 
because with that knowledge he was betting with a friend of his when D-day 
would be, and, of course, he won the bet since he xnew it ahead of time. 

Did you learn from General Hilldring’s office the date of D-day ? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you transmit that information to any person you 
knew to be an agent of Soviet military intelligence? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever have an assignment at Wright- Patterson 
Field in Dayton, Ohio? 

Mr. Uttmann. I was sent out there frequently. 

Mr. Morris. What was the nature of your assignment out there? 
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Mr. Utiumann. To find out about how to improve winter flight cloth- 
ing or how much there was of it and so forth. I tried to change the 
high-altitude apparel for pilots at one time. Various questions of 
that type. 

Mr. Morris. That information would be helpful to you in your Air 
lorce planning work that you did? 

Mr. UttMann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Mr. Silvermaster? 

Mr. Utitmann. After he came to Washington. 

Mr. Morris. After he came to Washington ¢ 

Mr. Utimann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. After you came to Washington, too? 

Mr. UtiManNn. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know him before you worked in the Treasury 
Department / 

Mr. Utitmann. Yes, I knew him. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet him? 

Mr. Uttmann. In the summer of 1935. 

Mr. Morrts. That was when you were with the NRA ? 

Mr. Utimann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Were you at that time a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of a cell that operated within the 
NRA? 

Mr. UtitmMann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Henry Shine? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Victor Perlo? 

Mr. Utumann. I met Victor Perlo much later. 

Mr. Morris. But not at that time. Now you have frequently given 
Mrs. Emily Blair as a reference, I notice in your papers. When did 
you first meet Mrs. Blair? 

Mr. Uttmann. When I was about 5 or 6 years old. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, they are old friends of yours ? 

Mr. Utumann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Mr. Blair, too? 

Mr. UtimMann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever take Mr. Blair down to the basement of 
your home? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground 
as stated previously. 

Senator We._ker. Mr. Chairman, may I have a question ? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

Senator Wetxer. Mr. Ullmann, in 1946, had you been ordered by an 
official of the Communist Party to strike against the Government of 
the United States—— 

Mr. Utitmann. To do what? 

Senator Weixer. To strike against the Government of the United 
States—would you have carried out that order ? 

Mr. Utimann. If I had been ordered to strike against the Govern- 
ment of the United States? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. 
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Mr. Utitmann. Would I have carried that order out? I think that 
is an outrageous question. 

Senator WeLker. It may be outrageous, but you answer it, will 
you, sir? 

Mr. Uttmann. No, I wouldn't have. 

Senator WELKER. You would not have carried it out. Why? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the ground pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator WeL_ker. When you were in the NRA you took an oath of 
office, a solemn oath of office in which you swore to your God to tell 
the truth, that you would support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that 
you would bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that you would 
take this obligation freely without any mental reservation or pur 
poses of evasion; that you would well and faithfully discharge the 
duties of the office in which you are about to enter, so help you God. 

You took that oath before Mr. Lyman M. Moore, a notary public 
in the District of Columbia, did you not ? 

Mr. Utimann. I don’t recall. 

Senator Werxer. Did you tell the truth when you swore to that 
oath ¢ 

Mr. ULtMann. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. That you would defend the Constitution of the 
United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic 4 

Mr. UtitmMann. Yes. 

Senator Weixer. At the time you subscribed to that oath were you 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr Utitmann. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds— 

Senator Weixer. At the time you subseribed to that oath, Mr. 
Ullmann, were you actively engaged in espionage and sabotage against 
the Government of the United States? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Wetker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Hendrickson? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Ullmann, did you at any time, either 
as a member of the armed services or as a civilian employee of the 
Government, ever photograph any classified material ? 

Mr. ULLMANN. Senator, I refuse to answer that question on the 
same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions? 

Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, you know the Russian language, do you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to read from Mr. White’s testimony. Does 
Mr. Silvermaster know Russian ? 

Mr. Uttmann. Yes; he does 

Mr. Morris. Mr. White is explaining why he had Messrs. Silver- 
master and Ullmann at the Bretton Woods Conference. He gave an 
explanation he wanted an economist and a man who knew Russian to 
help in the interpretations of the discussions. He is obviously refer- 
ring to Mr. Silvermaster and not you. 
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Mr. ULLMANN. I assume so. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t know Russian ? 

M. Utimann. I don't. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

The CuairnMan. Senator Welker? 

Senator Weiker. Where do you say you live now ¢ 

Mr. Utimann. Harvey Cedars, N. J. 

Senator Weixer. You live with Nathan Gregory Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Utimann. Yes; I do. 

Senator Weixer. Is Mrs. Silvermaster alive? 

Mr. UtitMann. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. She lives there, too? 

Mr. UtimMann. Yes. 

Senator Wevker. Are you and Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, or 
either of you separately, to your knowledge, engaged in espionage 
and sabotage against the Government of the United States of 
America as of this date? 

Mr. UttMAnn. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ullmann, I notice that at the time you listed Lauch- 
lin Currie as reference for various positions and various promotions. 
When did you first meet Lauchlin Currie ? 

Mr. Utimann. I don’t recall. Probably around 1941, 1942, some- 
time back in there. 
wes Morris. Did Mr. Currie ever transmit to you any classified 

terial of : any kind? 

Mr . Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 
Mr . Morris. Did you ever transmit any classified material to Mr. 
Currie to be transmitted on to Soviet Inte lige nice ¢ 

Mr. U LLMANN. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever possess the knowledge that the United 
States Government was about to break the Russian code? 

Mr. Uttmann. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Ullmann, how long did you stay in the Treas- 
vy Department ? 

Mr. U LLMANN. I[ think it was until March of 1947. 

Mr. Morris. Is that March 12, 1947? 

Mr. Uttmann. I am not sure of the exact date. 

Mr. Morris. I have here, Mr. Chairman, a letter signed by Ulmann, 

signed March 12, 1947. It is written to Harold Glasser, director of 

the Division of Monetary Research, Treasury Department, Washing- 

ton, D. C.: 

Dear Haroitp: As you know, I have for some time been considering leaving 
Government service to enter private business. I have now reached a decision 
and, therefore, hereby tender my resignation to be effective as of the close of 
business Friday, March 21, 1947. 

I need not tell you that I consider my long association with you and other 
members of the Division to have been a most pleasant and profitable one, It 
was because my resignation involved the termination of this association that I 
reached my decision with considerable reluctance. 

I want to take this opportunity to wish you and other members of the Division 
every success, 


Sincerely yours, 


WILLIAM L. ULLMANN. 
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I offer you that, Mr. Ulimann, and ask you if you recognize that 
letter and the signature that appears at the bottom thereof? 

Mr. UttMann. That looks like my signature. 

Mr. Morris. That squares with your recollection when you left 
Treasury ? 

Mr. UttmMann. Sometime around there. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever hear there was an FBI report dissem- 
inated to the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of State and 
many other officials of the Government, including the President of 
the United States 

Mr. Utitmann. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Morris. To the effect you were a member of an undercover 
Communist ring ?¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. No, I never heard of it. 

Senator Jenner. Mr. White never told you that? 

Mr. Utiumann. No. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony from that time, November 1945, 
the date of this memorandum, up to March 1947 which was a year 
and 5 months later, that you never had an inkling that such a report 
was being disseminated? That is your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Utitmann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Up to that date did you ever appear before a grand 
jury in connection with this testimony and information ? 

Mr. Utimann. I didn’t. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony that you left the Treasury Depart- 
ment simply because you decided to go into private business ¢ 

Mr. Utimann. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And that you were not under loyalty charges of any 
kind ? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t know of any. 

Mr. Morris. I mean, did you appear before any loyalty board? 

Mr. Utitmann. No. 

Mr. Morris. There was no information about you of any kind, 
that was derogatory security information in the possession of the 
executive branch of the Government about you ? 

Mr. Utimann. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may this letter of Mr. Ullmann’s to 
Mr. Glasser go into the record ¢ 

The CuarrMan. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record, 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
DIVISION OF MONETARY RESEARCH, 
Washington 25, March 12, 1947. 
Mr. HAroLtp GLASSER, 
Director, Division of Monetary Research, 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Haroip: As you know, I have for some time been considering leaving 
Government service to enter private business. I have now reached a decision 
and, therefore, hereby tender my resignation, to be effective as of the close of 
business Friday, March 21, 1947. 

I need not tell you that I consider my long association with you and other 
members of the Division to have been a most pleasant and profitable one. It 
was because my resignation involved the termination of this association that | 
reached my decision with considerable reluctance. 
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I want to take this opportunity to wish you and other members of the Division 

every success 
Sincerely yours, 
W. L. ULLMANN. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Ullmann, on March 14, 1947, you signed a 
Treasury Department resignation in which, similar to your letter, 
heretofore produced in evidence, you sa’y : 
ro the HONORABLE THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY: 

Str: I hereby tender my resignation from the position of economic analyst 
at a salary of $8,179.50 per annum in the Division of Monetary Research to take 
effect March 21, ¢. 0. b.. 1947. Reasons: To enter private industry. 

(Signed) WiuiiramM L. ULLMANN. 

Do you recall signing that ? 

Mr. Utemann. I don’t recall it. 

Senator Weiker. Then do you recall at the bottom of this resigna- 
tion there are these words: 

Recommended for acceptance without prejudice, signed Mary C. Hall, March 
14, 1947, Administrative Assistant to the Director of Monetary Research. 

Who was Mary C. Hall? 

Mr. Utumann. She was a woman who handled personnel and ad- 
ininistrative matters, 

Senator We_ker. Administrative assistant to Mr. White ? 

Mr. ULLMann. Whoever was director at the time. 

Senator Weiker. Do you know what the word “without prejudice” 
means / 

Mr. Uttmann. I think it is a governmental term. 

Senator We_ker. A governmental term meaning you could come 
back at any time in good grace if you wanted to; is that right? 

Mr. Unttmann. As far as I know, it is. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that this exhibit be 
marked for identification and inserted as part of the record. 

The Cuarrman. It may go in the record and become part of the 
record. 

(The document referred to is as follows:) 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
March 14, 1947. 


RESIGNATION 


To the honorable the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Sik: I hereby tender my resignation from the position of Economic Analyst, 
ata salary of $8,179.50 per annum, in the Division of Monetary Research to 
take effect March 21, c. 0. b., 1947. 

Reasons: To enter private industry. 

Respectfully, 
(Signed) Wurttram L. ULLMANN, 

Recommended for acceptance without prejudice. 

March 14, 1947 


Mary C. HAtt, 
idministrative Assistant to the Director of Monetary Research. 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions at this time. 

Senator Henpricxson. I have one I would like to ask. 

The CHArrMaANn. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Ullmann, what is the occupation of Mr. 
Gregory Silvermaster at the present time? 
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Mr. Utitmann. He is my business partner. 

Senator Henprickson. You are in partnership and what do you 
do? 

Mr. Utimann. Build houses. 

Senator Weixer. How long have you been so engaged in building 
houses ? 

Mr. ULtMANN. Since early in 1947, 

Senator Wriker. Have you built quite a number of them? 

Mr. Uttmann. Built some. 

Senator WELKER. Some? 

Mr. ULLMANN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. How many ? 

Mr. Uttmann. I don’t know exactly. 

Senator WeLKER. Would it be 2, 6, or a hundred ? 

Mr. UttmMann. Probably 20 to 30. 

Senator WeLkerR. Will you give me a little description of where 
your home is now that you live in with Mr. Silvermaster, where is 
it located ¢ 

Mr. Uttmann. It is located in Harvey Cedars, N. J., immediately 
outside. 

Senator Wetker. Is that near the ocean ? 

Mr. Utimann. Right on the ocean. 

Senator WELKER. Did you ever have any visitors there from any 
foreign country call on you by marine surface vessel ? 

Mr. Utimann. I refuse to answer that question. 

Senator WeLiker. That is all. 

The CuarrmMan. Senator Watkins? 

Senator Warkins. No questions. 

The CiaimMan. Senator Johnston, any questions ? 

Senator Jounstron. No. 

The Cuairman. No further questions, Mr. Ullmann. You may be 
excused. 

This committee will meet again in executive session at 2: 30. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I might say that we had asked former 
Secretary of Treasury John Snyder at 9 o’clock this morning if he 
could possibly be here tomorrow for a session because we have more 
records from the Attorney General; in other words, the records con- 
cerning Harold Glasser, Solomon Adler, Victor Perlo, and Frank Coe. 
They will go into the record tomorrow. We would like to have Mr. 
Snyder there. 

He said he would like very much to appear before the committee but 
tomorrow will be inconvenient and he would suggest some other day 
when he could appear. 

The CuatrMan. We should have him for an explanation of these 
records, but we will recess at this time and reconvene this afternoon 
in executive session to take up the Igor Gouzenko matter. 

Tomorrow morning, we will have an — utive session again at 9:30 
and we will have an open session at 11: 

Senator Jounston. I would like to et into the record that former 
Secretary Snyder told me that he would be glad to come before this 
committee if you gave him sufficient notice. You would not have to 
subpena him. 
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The CuarrmMan. I called him by telephone and was unable to reach 
him, and sent him a telegram in Toledo. We have been in communi- 
cation with his family here and we called him at 9 o’clock this morn- 
ng and asked him if he could be here, and he said it would be incon- 
venient, but he would, later. 

We havea full schedule for tomorrow and I don’t know whether the 
committee will be able to sit Friday. 

Senator Jounston. I will have to go home Friday. 

Phe CuarrMan, I don’t think we will have a session Friday. 

We will stand in recess at this time. 

(Whereupon, at 1 p. m., Wednesday, December 2, 1953, the hearing 
vas recessed until 9:30 a. m. Thursday, December 3, 1953.) 
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1953 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securiry Act, AND Ornuer INTERNAL 
Security Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 12 o’clock noon, pursuant to notice, in 
the Old Supreme Court room, the Capitol, Senator William E. Jenner 
(chairman of the subcommittee presiding). 

Present: Senators Jenner, Welker, and Hendrickson. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; J. G. Sourwine, 
of Judiciary Committee counsel; Benjamin Mandel, director of re- 
search; Robert McManus, professional staff member; and James Wal- 
ter, professional staff member. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have received from the Department 
of Justice, in response to our request, information which shows the 
dates in regard to the records of V. Frank Coe, Solomon Adler, and 
Victor Perlo, which were disseminated to the various executive 
branches of the agency. 

In connection with Frank Coe, there is a limitation on this if you 
will notice in the letter we have received from the Justice Department. 
It reads: 

The data regarding the dissemination. of records mentioned herein were fur 
nished to the Attorney General by the Federal Bureau of Investigation by memo- 
randum dated August 4, 1948. The FBI has been requested to furnish any dis- 
semination additional to the foregoing which may be contained in its reports, 
and these will be furnished to your committee as soon as received from the 
Bureau. 

That is August 4, 1948. 

This morning I called the Attorney General’s office again asking 
what Communist records were disseminated after that date. They 
told us they are not yet ready; we will have then in the future. 

On Frank Coe there was a summ: iry dated February 21, 1946, where- 
in Coe was mentioned which was furnished by letter dated Febru- 
ary 25, 1946, to General Vaughan. 

Summary memorandum dated February 21, 1946, including men- 
tion of Coe furnished to Attorney General on February 23, 1946. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, including information on Coe 
furnished to Attorney General on February 25, 1946. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, including information on Coe 
furnished to Secretary of the Treasury by letter of March 4, 1946. 
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The Cuairman. Our records show who was Attorney General, who 
was Secretary of State, and so forth, at that time 4 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Does our record also show how long Coe remained 
in Government? When did he leave the Federal Government 4 

Mr. Morris. I have that here. 

The Cuamman. I think that should become part of the record at 
this time. 

Mr. Morris. In June 1946, Coe was the Director of Monetary 
Research. At that time he resigned from his job as Director of 
Monetary Research to join the staff of the International Monetary 
Fund. He served as Secretary of the International Monetary Fund 
until December 3, 1952, which was the day after he appeared before 
the Internal Security Subcommittee and invoked his privilege under 
the fifth amendment in connection with questions regarding his then 
current espionage activities. 

Senator Wetkxer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weiker. That means from February 1946 until the date 
of his resignation in 1952 he remained in the employment of the 
Monetary Research as Director and on the International Monetary 
Fund, notwithstanding the reports furnished to the different agencies 
by the Department of Justice in 1946; is that correct ? 

The CHarman. Not only the Department of Justice but to Gen- 
eral Vaughan. 

Senator Wevxer. By the Department of Justice to the other 
agencies ¢ 

The Cuarman. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. The record so shows. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with the investigation conducted by 
this subcommittee last year into activities of American citizens em- 
ployed by the United Nations, it was determined at that time that 
personnel problems affecting American citizens of the United Na- 
tions were handled by the State Department, but that personnel 
matters concerning American citizens working in the International 
Monetary Fund were handled by the Treasury Department. 

The Cuatrman. These reports, as our records show, were sent to 
General Vaughan and General Vaughan has been before this com- 
mittee and testified he transmitted all reports to the President of the 
United States. Also these reports were sent to the Attorney General 
and to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. Morris. There is one other rundown in our record. Mr. J. Ed- 
gar Hoover testified before this committee and told us of certain 
dates that he disseminated information on Frank Coe, and they will 
be available before this session is over. 

The Cuatrman. We will complete the record when we get the 
information. 

Mr. Morris. I have here a summary in regard to the position that 
Coe held in Government. 

The CHatrman. I think it should be read into the record. 

Mr. Morris. From June 1934 to September 1934, he was Economic 
Consultant with the Treasury Department. 
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June 1936 to September 1936, Principal Economist, Division of 
Research and Statistics, os Office, Treasury. 

April 1939 to September 1939, Principal Economist, Division of 
Monetary Research, Treasury. 

September 1939 to July 1940, Economic Consultant, Federal Secu- 
rity Agency. 

July 1940 to September 1940, Principal Economist, Advisory Com- 
mission to Council on National Defense. 

September 1940 to February 1942, Assistant Director, Division of 
Monetary Research. 

June 1941 to December 1941, Special Assistant to Ambassador 
Winant, London. 

November 1941 to June 1942, Executive Secretary, Joint War Pro- 
duction Committee, United States and Canada. 

February 1942 to June 1943, Assistant to Executive Director, Board 
of Economic Warfare. 

June 1943 to November 1943, Assistant to Director, Office of Eco- 
nomic Warfare. 

November 1943 to February 1945, Assistant Administrator, For- 
eign Economic Administration. . 

February 1945 to June 1946, Director of Monetary Research. 

June 10, 1946 resignation to join staff of International Monetary 
Fund. 

The Cuarrman. Then he was on the Monetary Fund in February of 
1952? 

Mr. Morris. To December 3, 1952. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Welker. 

Senator Werker. Counsel, may we assume that from February 
1945 to June 1946, up until the time of V. Frank Coe’s resignation 
that he received promotions and increases in salary ¢ 

Mr. Morris. He certainly received an increase in salary and he held 
the position of Secretary of the International Monetary Fund. 

Senator Weixker. That would be considered a promotion if he 
received an increase in salary ? 

The CuarrmMan. I think his salary was $20,000. 

Mr. Morris. He was receiving a $20,000 tax-free salary. 

The Cuairman. I would consider that a promotion and a raise in 
salary. 

Mr. Morris. We have the case of Solomon Adler. We have received 
from the Department of Justice, in response to our inquiry when the 
Communist record was disseminated to various officials, the following 
rundown on Solomon Adler: 

A summary dated February 21, 1946, containing mention of Adler 
furnished by letter of February 25, 1946, to General Harry H. 
Vaughan, military aide to the President. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, containing information regard- 
ing Adler furnished to Attorney General on February 23, 1946. 

Summary dated July 25, 1946, containing information on Adler 
furnished to Attorney General by memor: andum of July 25, 1946, 
pursuant to request of Attorney General by Clark M. Clifford, special 
counsel to the President. Departmental records show transmittal 
letter of July 25, 1946, from the Attorney General to Mr. Clifford. 
A copy was also furnished to the Attorne y General for his information. 
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Summary dated October 21, 1946, containing allegations concerning 
Adler furnished by memorandum of December 16, 1946, to Mr. George 
Allen, then Presidential adviser. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, containing information on 
Adler furnished to Attorney General, February 23, 1946. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, containing information on Adler 
furnished to Attorney Ge neral by memorandum of February 25, 1946. 

Summary dated October 21, 1946, containing information on Adler 
was furnished to the Attorney General by memorandum, dated Novem- 
her 27, 1946. A copy of same was furnished to Mr. A. D. Vanech, 
Special Assistant to the Attorney General, on December 6, 1946, and 
two copies were made available to Assistant Attorney General T. 
Vincent Quinn on July 23, 1947. An additional copy to Mr. Quinn on 
August 7, 1947. 

A summary of basic data from FBI files concerning Adler was for- 
warded to the Attorney General on March 7, 1947. 

Report concerning Adler dated April 9, 1948, furnished to Assistant 
Attorney General Quinn on April 14, 1948. 

Investigative reports furnished on Adler to Assistant Attorney 
General 7 . V. Quinn on July 22, 1948. 

Summary containing 2 iformation relating to Adler dated Februar y 
a1, 1946, made available to the Secreary of the Treasury by letter 
dated March 4, 1946. 

Summary containing information on Adler dated October 21, 1946, 
was furnished by memorandum of March 6, 1948, to Assistant Attorney 
General Quinn for delivery to Mr. Edward Foley, Treasury Depart- 
ment, 

Investigative reports on Adler were furnished to the Civil Service 
Commission on July 22, 1948, for transfer to the Treasury Depart- 
ment under established procedure. As I say, anything that was trans- 
mitted after August 4, 1948, will be furnished at a later date. 

Senator We_ker. Mr. Chairman, may I have a question ? 

Che CHatrMAN. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weixer. When did Solomon Adler leave Government 
service ¢ 

Mr. Morris. I have that. I have a letter from Solomon Adler, 
date: | May 11, 1950. 

- he CuatrrMAN. What is the date again? 

Mr. Morris. May 11, 1950. It is addressed from 2721 Dumbarton 
ere 

WasHineton, D. C., May 11, 1950. 
Mr. Grorce H. WILLIs, 

United Statcs Treasury Department, Washingion, D.C. 

Dear Georce: I hereby submit my resignation from the Treasury Department 
as of the close of business today. I request payment into my account at the 
Riggs National Bank of all salary due me and of my unchallenged annual leave, 
and make claim for payment of additional annual leave which was improperly 
charged to me for the period August 4, 1948, to October 1, 1948. During that 
period I was performing services for the Treasury Department at the Treasury 
Department’s direction, and such time may not properly be charged as annual 
leave, 

Any correspondence should be addressed to me care of Milton Kramer, Esq., 
1625 K Street NW., Washington 6, D. C, 

With best personal wishes, 

Sincerely yours, 
SOLOMON ADLER. 





' 
- 
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The CuHarrmMan. Does our record show who Solomon Adler was? 

Was he an American eitizen ? 

Mr. Morris. I have a curriculum vitae here. 
The Cuarrman. I think it should be read into the record. 
Mr. Morris. This is a curriculum vitae taken from the files of the 

Treasury Department. It reads as follows: 

Name: Solomon Adler. 

Born: August 6, 1909, Leeds, England. 

1927: Open scholarship in modern history at New College, Oxford, England. 

1927-30: Undergraduate education at the University of Oxford. 

s 1930: Bachelor of arts first-class honors in economics, philosophy, and politics, 
at Oxford University. Awarded the George Webb Medley senior research 
scholarship in economics (value, $1,500 per annum) by the University of 
Oxford for 2 years. Awarded the Jevons scholarship in political economy of 
University College, London, for 1 year. 

5 1930-33 : Graduate work at the London School of Economics. 

1932: Master of Science in Economics, University of London. Awarded the 
Sacher exhibition, New College, Oxford. 

1933: Awarded the Francis Hutcheson silver medal for distinction in research 
by London School of Economies for master of science thesis on Wicksell’s 
Theory of Interest and Its Influence. 

1933 (January-June): Research assistant in money and banking to Professor 
Whale, the London School of Economics. 

1933-34: Awarded an Acland fellowship to visit the United States. 

The CuHatrman. That was in 1934? 
Mr. Morris. Yes. [Reading :] 


1935-36 : Instructor in economics, People’s Junior College, Chicago, Il. 


The Cuarrman. Have we any record on the People’s Junior College, 
Chicago, Il. ?¢ 
Mr. Morris. The dean was Harold Glasser. 
The CuarrmMan. That is a familiar name. 
Mr. Morris. I think the records show that they resided together 
while they were at People’s Junior College. [Reading :] 
1936 (February—December) : Associate economist on the New York staff of the 
National Research Project on Reemployment Opportunities and Recent 
Changes in Industrial Techniques. 
The Cuatrman. Do not our records show that the National Research 
Project is where many of these folks started ? 
Mr. Morris. Yes. We have a large section in our report showing 
° many Communist agents entered the Government by means of the 
National Research Project. I think the committee has characterized 
it as a trapdoor. 

The CHairman. He was at the right place at the right time. 

Senator Weiker. May I inquire? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weiker. Counsel, does the record show from 1934 until 
May 11, 1950, Mr. Solomon Adler was employed by the Government 
of the United States and at no time was an American citizen ? 

Mr. Morris. No. He became an American citizen just at the time 
of his employment. I think it was 2 days before or after. 

Senator Weixer. That was in 1934? 

Mr. Morris. No. 

Senator We.ker. I wanted to get that complete because I was not 
here before. 


‘S 
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Mr. Morris. I have some records here that I would like to put into 
the record. Suppose I put these in and then if there are any questions 
unanswered, I will try to answer them. May I do it that way ¢ 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. I have a letter, dated January 16, 1936, reading as fol- 
lows; and, Mr. Chairman, I might say our procedure has been that 
ordinarily when we put these records in, and in this case it came from 
the Treasury Department files, we try to have the witness here. We 
have made every effort to get Mr. Adler here over the past 3 years. 

The Cuatrman. I think the record should show where he is. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Adler, to the best of our knowledge, is in England. 

The Cuairman. How long has he been there / 

Mr. Morris. More than 3 years. 

The Cuamman. -Has. he lost his American citizenship ¢ 

Mr. Morris. The American Embassy in London was directed to 
pick up his passport because he was out of the country for more than 
3 years. I understand he would be subject to denaturalization pro- 
ceedings inasmuch as he is a naturalized citizen. 

We have a record here that Adler was naturalized in 1940. 

The Cuairman. In other words, he went into the employment of 
the Government in 1934 and worked in these important positions and 
did not even become a citizen of this country until 1940? 

Mr. Morris. But he could have applied before that. 

Senator We_ker. He could have but he did not. 

Mr. Morris. It would take some years. 

The CuarrMan. It does not take 6 years to become a citizen of this 
country. 

Mr. Morris. Almost; Mr. Chairman. 

This is-a letter dated January 16, 1932, from Irving Kaplan to Mr. 
Solomon Adler, Peoples Institute, Chicago, II1.: 

Dear Mr. Apter: It has been suggested to us that you may be interested in 
Work on our project. If after reading the enclosed outline of the study you are 
interested, will you -please write us indicating the nature of your interest, the 
function you would be interested in performing on this project, the nature of 
your training and experience, and the terms at which you would be available 
for work in Philadelphia. 

Sincerely yours, 
IrnVING KAPLAN, Associate Director. 

The Cuarrman. This letter was from Glasser? 

Mr. Morris. No; this is from Kaplan. 

The CuarrMan. -It may go into the record and become a part of it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Kaplan has been identified in our hearings as a 
Communist agent. 

I have another letter, dated November 16, 1936, from 66 Perry Street, 
New York City: 

Dear Mr. Gourvitcn: It is with great regret that I have to tender my resigna- 
tion from the National Research project as from November 30. There is no 
need for me to say how much I have enjoyed working here with you, but the 
position I have been offered in the Treasury is so tempting that it is impossible 
for me to refuse it. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
SoLtomMon ADLER. 
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The Crarrman. It will go into the record and become a part of i 

Mr. Morris. I have a copy of a telegram from Solomon Adler “ 
Irving Kaplan in which he said that he accepted the New York assign- 
ment. It reads as follows: 

Accept New York assignment at salary stated. Ready to begin work Wednes- 
day, February 26 at latest. 

SOLOMON ADLER. 

The Cuarrman. It may go into the record and become a part of it 

Senator We_ker. What is the date of that ? 

Mr. Morris. February 1936. Chronologically that should have come 
in before. 

I have a letter dated May 29, 1942, addressed to a Mr. W. N. Thomp- 
son from H. D. White. 


Subject: Promotion of Solomon Adler, 

It is recommended that Mr. Adler be promoted from senior economic analyst, 
P—5, $4,600 per annum, to principal economic analyst, P—6, at $5,600 per annum. 

Mr. Adler’s duties and responsibilities have increased since his detail in Chung- 
king, China. He is now acting as the Treasury’s economic adviser to the United 
States member of the Chinese Currency Stabilization Board. 

The Cratrman. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record. 

Mr. Morris. I have here an application form filled out by Mr. Adler, 
and the purpose is to indicate Harold Glasser was his employer at the 
People’s Junior College in Chicago from February 1935 to February 
1936. 

The Cuarrman. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record, 

(The document referred to follows:) 
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Mr. Morris. I have here Mr. Adler’s next promotion. This is a let- 
ter from the administrative assistant to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
His name is Charles S. Bell. There is no date on this letter, but it 
reads: 

My Dear Mr. Apter: On the recommendation of Mr. Frank Coe, Director of 
Monetary Research, you are hereby promoted from grade P-7, $6,500 per an- 
num, to grade P-8, $8,000 per annum, effective May 1, 1945. 

By direction of the Secretary: 

Very truly yours, 
CHARLES S. Bett, 
Administrative Assistant to the Secretary. 

The CHatrman. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record. 

Mr. Morris. There is an approval signed by F. Coe, or rather two 
approvals. It was also endorsed by Harold Glasser, Bureau or Divi- 
sion head. 

The CuarrmMan. It may go into the record and become a part of it. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 
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Senator We._Ker. May I interrogate counsel? Do you have any in- 
formation with respect to the initials at the bottom of this letter that 
you just supplied, HWD? 

Mr. Morris. I presume that is Harry White. 

The CHamman. It looks like 4 or 5 sets of initials here. The ex- 
hibit will speak for itself. 

Mr. Morris. I have here an oath executed by Mr. Adler July 18, 
1946, at Washington, D. C., which indicates that Mr. Adler’s place of 
employment at that time was the American Embassy in Nanking, 
China. 
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The Cuatrman. What was the date? 

Mr. Morris. July 18, 1946. It reads: 

I, Solomon Adler, do hereby swear (or affirm) that I am not engaged in any 
strike against the Government of the United States and that I will not so en- 
gage while an employee of the Government of the United States; that I am 
not a member of an organization of Government employees that asserts the right 
to strike against the Government of the United States, and that I will not 
while a Government employee become a member of such an organization. 

SOLOMON ADLER. 


I thought that was an oath saying that he was never a Communist, 
but it is not. 

The CHairman. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record 

Mr. Morris. Also from the files of Mr. Adler at the Treasury a 
summarization of some of the assignments that he had which would 
indics oe the importance of his position while in China. 

The CuarrMan. March or April 1946: Treasury proposal to assign 
Adler mporarily to Bangkok opposed by Gener: al Marshall on basis 
that Adler’s presence in China required in view of financial discus- 
sions in progress. 

July-August 1946: Called to Washington for consultation concern- 
ing pending surplus property and yuan expenditure settlement. 

‘August 1946: Accompanied Thomas B. McCabe to China and 
served as financial adviser to his mission in concluding surplus property 
agreement of August 30, 1946. 

July-August 1947: Prepared financial material for and consulted 
with the Wedemeyer Mission in China. 

November 1947: Secretary Marshall announces that the Department 
of State is preparing a program of economic aid to China. 

December 1947: Adler recalled to Washington for consultation, 
arrived December 16. 

December 1947-February 1948: Consulted with Department of 
State on financial aspects of proposed aid to China, participated in 
NAC working group study of China program, participated in dis- 
cussions with Chinese Technical Mission. Program of aid to China 
submitted to Congress, February 18, 1948. 

February—August 1948: Participated in further discussions with 
Chinese Technical Mission, participated in preparation of NAC 
studies pertaining to financial aspects of ECA aid, participated in 
interagency discussions re United States position on settlement of 
Chinese war accounts. 

August—November 1948: On annual leave. 

November 1948-F ebruary 1949: Assigned to investigation of long- 
range outlook for United States foreign investment and effect of 
European exchange rates on balance of payments and dollar require- 
ments. 

February 1949-—October 1949: On leave of absence; taught at Har- 
vard during spring term, 1949. 

October 1949 to present: Assigned to analysis of possible stages 
in progress toward convertibility of world currencies. 

I want the record to show this summary from 1946 to the present 
time, or rather May 11, 1950, when he left the Government, that de- 
spite the information which was derogatory furnished by the Justice 
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Department this man not only remained on the payroll but was given 
some of the most important assignments this Government had to 
offer, with increased salary. 

Mr. Morris. We have not been informed by the Justice Department 
as to what has been in these summaries, but we do have the testimony 
of Whittaker Chambers and Elizabeth Bentley and several incidental 
things that have come up in our record. Yesterday the memorandum 
of Whittaker Chambers dated March 1945, mentioned Solomon Adler. 
Whittaker Chambers subsequently testified about him. Elizabeth 
Bentley has mentioned Solomon Adler in her open testimony. The 
date of her imparting the details of her espionage to the FBI was 
November 1945. 

Senator WeLtxer. You say Chambers mentioned him and Elizabeth 
Bentley mentioned him. How? As a Communist ? 

Mr. Morris. As a member of the Communist Party. Elizabeth 
Bentley said she collected his dues through Silvermaster. 

Senator Welker, in answer to your question, I have a letter which 
seems to be undated, again from the Treasury Department files. It is 
addressed to the United States Civil Service Commission, Washington, 
D.C., and reads as follows: 

GENTLEMEN : In connection with the establishment of my classified status with 
the Civil Service Commission I have been asked to execute a residence form. 
I have no yoting residence and I consider the District of Columbia my legal 
residence. 

I was naturalized in the United States District Court September 3, 1940, by 
petition No. 12497, and since then I have spent a great proportion of my time 
in Chungking, China, where I have been stationed on official business of the 
Treasury Department. 

Very truly yours, 
SoLoMON ADLER. 

The CHatrRMANn. It may go into the record and become a part of 
the record. 

Mr. Morris. Since the last reference to Mr. Coe we have here Mr. 
Hoover’s testimony about V. Frank Coe. I would like to put it into 
the record, 

The Cnatrman. You want this to go in in relation to the Coe 
testimony ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

The Crarrman. You may read that. 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Hoover said: 


If in fact there was any agreement to move White from the Treasury De- 
partment to the International Monetary Fund to aid in the FBI investigation 
and to surround him with persons who were not security risks, then the agree- 
ment would have been broken very early, because Mr. Virginius Frank Coe, a 
close associate of Harry Dexter White, became the Secretary of the Interna- 
tional Monetary Fund in June 1946, which position he held until December 3, 
1952, when he was dismissed after invoking the fifth amendment in an appear- 
ance before this committee last December. It is particularly significant that 
he declined to answer questions regarding his relationship with White. Infor- 
mation on Coe had been furnished to the White House as early as February 
25, 1946; to the Attorney General, February 23, 1946, and February 25, 1946; 
and to the Treasury Department as early as March 4, 1946. 

From .the foregoing, it is clear that the FBI called to the attention of the 
appropriate authorities the facts, as alleged by reliable sources, which were 
substantial in pointing to a security risk, as they occurred. It is equally clear 
that the FBI did not depart from its traditional position of making no evalua- 
tion, and was not a party to any agreement to keep White in public service. 
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This is in answer to the question about the nature of the summary 
on Coe that was sent on to the proper agency. 

I have here a Personnel! Division pees description in regard to 
Solomon ine executed on February 21, 1941. The several things 
that are noted here show his immediate superior was H. D. White. 
“The Er of the person who assigned your work to you,” as it is 
phrased here, “H. D. White” and the name and official title of the 
reviewer of “your work” that is given as H. D. White and V. Frank 
Coe. M: ay this go into the record ¢ 

The Cuatrman. It will go into the record and become a part of it. 

(The document referred to follows :) 
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Mr. Morris. The next name we have is Victor Perlo. We have a 
summary received from the FBI on Perlo. In connection with Perlo, 
he has been identified as a member of a Communist cell by three 
witnesses before this committee: Whittaker Chambers, Nathaniel 
Weyl, and Elizabeth Bentley. 

Perlo is mentioned in the letter of November 8, 1945, to General 
Vaughan to which the Attorney General referred in his testimony 
of November 17, 1953. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, containing information on Perlo 
was furnished to the Attorney General on February 23, 1946. 
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Summary dated February 21, 1946, mentioning Perlo was furnished 
to General Vaughan by letter of February 25, 1946, 

Summary d: ited March 5, 1946, containing information on Perlo 
was furnished to Admiral Leahy on March 7, 1946. 

Summary dated February 6, 1946, containing reference to Perlo 
was furnished to the Attorney General on February 7, 1946. 

Summary dated July 25, 1946, containing information on Perlo 
was furnished to the Attorney General by memorandum dated July 25, 
1946, pursuant to request of the Attorney General by Clark M. C lifford: 
Department files show transmittal letter to Mr. Clifford of July 25, 
1946. 

Summary dated October 21, 1946, containing reference to Perlo 
was furnished by letter dated December 16, 1946, to Mr. George Allen, 
then Presidential adviser. 

Summary dated October 21, 1946, containing information regard- 
ing Perlo was furnished to the Attor ney General by memorandum 
of November 27, 1946, and to special assistant to the Attorney General 
A. D. Vanech by memorandum dated December 6, 1946. 

Summary of basic data regarding Perlo was furnished to the Attor- 
ney General by memorandum of March 7, 1947. 

Summary dated February 21, 1946, containing information regard- 
ing Perlo was furnished to the Secretary of the Treasury by letter 
dated March 4, 1946. 

Memor andum dated September 6, 1946, concerning Perlo was per- 
sonally delivered on September 12, 1946, to Mr. Lawson Moyer, Per- 
sonnel Investigation Section, Treasury Department. 

The Cuamman. Does our record show when Mr. Perlo first went 
with the Government ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

September 13, 1933, he was special assistant, National Recovery 
Administration, $2,300. 

June 5, 1935, assistant statistician, Home Owners’ Loan Corpora- 
tion, $2,600. 

September 1 , 1939, expert, Office of the Secretary of Commerce, 
$4,000. 

November 1, 1940, principal economic analyst, Council of National 
Defense Advisory Committee, $5,600. 

December 11, 1942, head economist, Office of Price Administration, 
$6,500. 

February 17, 1943, head financial economist, Office of Production, 
Vice Chairman, War Production Board, $6,500. 

October 18, 1944, economist, Office of Director, Bureau of Planning 
and Statistics, War Production Board, $6,500. 

May 1, 1945, economist, War Production Board, > Bureau of 
Program and Statistics, War Production Board, $6,750. 

December 17, 1945, economic analyst, Division ct Monetary Re- 
search, Treasury Department, $7,437.50. 

March 27, 1947, resignation as economic analyst, $8,778, to accept 
position with Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees. 

This was an international organization. 

The Cuatrman. Again this man remained in Government from 
1933 to 1947 in face of these various reports and summaries forwarded 
to the executive branch of government. He continued to remain in 
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government, received promotions and an increase in salary. Am I 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

There is one other thing in connection with that data. The cover- 
ing letter from the Attorney General’s Office mentions that the report 
of November 27, 1945, which the Attorney General referred to in his 
testimony of November 17, 1953, contains references to Solomon Adler, 
Harold Glasser, and Victor Perlo. So that will be an additional list- 
ing in the data of those three people. 


In connection with the Harold Glasser exchange with a Mr. H. L. 
Lurie, which was introduced into the record about 10 days ago, I 
called Mr. Lurie to ask about the advisability and need for his testi- 
mony in connection with those letters. He has written the following 


letter which I would like to read to you at this time: 
DECEMBER 2, 1953. 
Mr. Rosert Morris, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Morris: You telephoned to me last night asking for a statement 
from me on the relationship of our organization to Mr. Harold Glasser. 

In response to that request, I am enclosing a recent statement made by our 
president, Mr. Julian Freeman, of Indianapolis, at the time of our general as- 
sembly which was being held in Cleveland. The information given in that state- 
ment corresponds with my own knowledge of the fact. 

The only information I can add that would seem to be relevant is as follows: 
On December 18, 1947, we addressed a letter to Mr. John W. Snyder, then Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and to Dean Acheson, at that time in private law practice, 
asking for reference on Mr. Glasser who had applied to us for the position of 
research economist. I am enclosing a copy of that letter. 

Mr. Acheson replied under date of December 24, 1947, and Mr. Snyder replied 
under date of December 26, 1947. 

On August 3, 1948, following the charges made about Mr. Glasser which had 
not previously come to our attention, I wrote again to Secretary of the Treasury. 
A copy of my letter is enclosed. Mr. Snyder replied to this letter on August 10, 
1948, 

Copies of letters I received from Mr. Snyder and from Mr. Acheson have been 
published in the hearings of your committee. Since replies to letters of reference 
are requested on a confidential basis, our organization has not released these 
replies but they have been made available to your committee perhaps from 
the files of the Department of the Treasury or from other sources. 

If there is any further information which you would like to have, please let 
me know. 

Yours truly, 
H. L. Lurie, Bxecutive Director. 

The Cuatrman. Inasmuch as Mr. Lurie has set out here all the in- 
formation that we needed for our committee to complete our files, I 
see no need to call Mr. Lurie as a witness before this committee. I 
think the committee should write Mr. Lurie and thank him for his 
cooperation in this matter. 

Mr. Morris. He has adverted in those letters to a release given out 
by his organization of November 20, 1953. It reads: 


STATEMENT BY JULIAN FREEMAN, PRESIDENT, COUNCIL OF JEWISH FEDERATION AND 
WELFARE FUND 


I have been asked for information about the relationship of Harold Glasser 
and Harry Dexter White to the C. J. F. W. F. These are the facts: 

In 1947, with the continuing increase in the volume of philanthropic aid pro- 
vided by American Jewish philanthropists for Europe and Israel, it was felt that 
an independent report and analytical service on the work of Jewish philanthropic 
agencies operating in these areas should be set up to aid in achieving maximum 
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effectiveness of programs. Some initial exploratory studies were made for the 

council by Dr. Mordecai Ezekiel. 

Accordingly, it was felt desirable to organize a larger supervisory committee 
of technical experts composed of economists and officials of the national agen- 
cies involved in these programs and some professional community executives 
to survey the entire situation and to recommend to us the types of studies which 
would be most helpful in providing the needed information. 

Dr. Isador Lubin, former head of the Bureau of Labor Statistics and later 
with the United Nations, consented to serve as chairman on this group of ad- 
visers. Other persons who served at various times with the committee include: 
Dr. Moses Abramovitz, of the National Bureau of Economic Research. 

Dr. Salo Baron, professor of history at Columbia University. 

Dr. Louis Dublin, at that time a vice president of the Metropolitan Life In- 
surance Co., and now retired. 

Oscar Gass, economic consultant. 

Samuel A. Goldsmith, executive director of the Jewish Federation of Chicago. 

Dr. William Haber, professor of economics at the University of Michigan. 

A.D. J. Kaplan, economist with the Brookings Institution. 

Henry Montor, who was then executive vice chairman of the United Jewish 
Appeal and is now professional head of the American Financial and Develop- 
ment Corporation for Israel. 

Robert Nathan, economic consultant. 

Dr. Nathan Reich, professor of economics at Hunter College. 

Dr. Martin Rosenbluth, at that time a financiel adviser to the Jewish Agency 
for Palestine. 

Isadore Sobeloff, executive director of the Jewish Welfare Federation of Detroit. 

Harry Greenstein, executive director of the Associated Jewish Charities of Bal- 
timore and formerly adviser on Jewish affairs to the United States military 
government in Germany. 

John Slawson, executive director of the American Jewish Committee. 

Moses Leavitt, executive director of the Joint Distribution Committee. 

Harry Dexter White worked under this committee to outline the specific 
types of additional studies that would be most appropriate and helpful to the 
projected Institute on Overseas Studies. He served on a part-time basis for 
these projects alone from August 15,1947, to early in October 1947. At that 
time he suffered a heart attack which invalided him for a period of 6 months, 
which made it impossible for him to complete the assignment. The council 
then turned to the advisory committee for continuing help in planning and set- 
ting up the Institute on Overseas Studies. For this assignment Mr. Harold 
Glasser was chosen from a group of economists submitted for the Technical 
Advisory Committee. We cleared his references with Mr. John W. Snyder, 
the then Secretary of the Treasury; Dean Acheson, then out of Government 
service, and others. He was highly recommended to us as a qualified economist 
and able research worker. Mr. White did not suggest Mr. Glasser for the post, 
but in response to the letters sent out on behalf of the committee indicated that 
Mr. Glasser was a qualified economist. He went to work for the council on 
January 1, 1948. 

When Miss Elizabeth Bentley testified before a congressional committee, 
about 6 months later we wrote to Mr. Snyder expressing our qualms at these 
charges, and asked for an additional statement on Mr. Glasser. Mr. Snyder 
replied, reaffirming his original endorsement. Mr. Glasser was carrying out his 
assignment with great ability and was producing successful results. 

In April of this year Mr. Glasser testified before the Jenner committee. To 
our knowledge this is the first time that Mr. Glasser was called to testify before 
a congressional committee of this nature. Because of this publicity, he felt 
that his continuing employment might be embarrassing to the council and he, 
therefore, tendered his resignation. The responsible officers and executive com- 
mittee of the council considered this request at several meetings. Following 
full consideration it was decided in June 1953 to accept Mr. Glasser’s resigna- 
tion, effective as of September 15. This was later confirmed by the council’s 
board of directors. 

In his work with the council, Mr. Glasser compiled an exceptionally fine 
record as Director of the Overseas Institute. His objective and impartial studies 
have been helpful to the agencies concerned in analyzing the role of foreign 
exchange in Israel’s economy, development of agriculture, vocational training, 
and other elements in his constructive solution of refugee problems in Europe 
and Israel. 
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The Cuairman. That may go into the record and become a part 
of the record. 

Mr. Morris. I have no other business at this time. 

The Cuatrman. If there is no further business to come before the 
committee, we will adjourn. Senator Hendrickson? Senator Welker ? 
If not, we will close. 

Mr. Morris. I have a few more files concerning Mr. Adler that 
I would like to go into the record. 

The Cuamman. You may put them into the record and they will 
become a part of the record. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 
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The CuairmMan. We will stand adjourned if there is no further 
business. 
(Whereupon, at 12:50 p. m., the committee was recessed, subject 


to call.) 
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e WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 16, 1953 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SuscomMMIrree To INvesTiGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
3 INTERNAL Securiry Act, AND OrHer INTERNAL SECURITY 
Laws, OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 11 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Herman Welker (acting chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Welker and McCarran. 

Present also: Robert. Morris, chief counsel; J. G. Sourwine, special 
counsel; Benjamin Mandel, research director; and Robert McManus, 
professional staff member. 

Senator Wetker. The meeting will come to order. Counsel may 
proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Welker, yesterday afternoon the subcommittee 
received an answer from the request made to the Department of Jus- 
tice with respect to its latest letter asking for the dissemination of the 
derogatory security information reports on William Ullmann, Irving 
Kaplan, Maurice Hyman Halperin, and Edward Fitzgerald. 

In connection with Fitzgerald, the Justice Department said there 
would be a further delay in submitting that information. It is not yet 
ready. 

In addition to the dissemination reports on the three individuals 
that I have mentioned, we received considerable other material that 
I would like to have go into the record. 

‘ Senator Wetker. Very well. 

Will you state for the record the purpose? It is to make a con- 
tinuation of the record that you have built up heretofore? 

Mr. Morris. Senator, there were nine cases that the Internal Secu- 
rity Subcommittee has been working on with particularity. These 
are nine individuals whom our record shows to have been members 
of the Communist underground organization and who were retained 
in office long after derogatory security information was submitted to 
the various executive agencies of Government. 

The reason that the committee selected these nine, as you know, was 
that they decided to take a sample grouping of nine and run those 
particular ones down. In the course of that accumulation, several 
names have been added; in fact, Ullmann’s name was not on the orig- 
inal list, but because he was shown to have been so close to Harry 
Dexter White, that he, too, was brought into the situation. 


The same thing happened for Solomon Adler, who, because of his 
,important position in the United States Government up until 1950, 
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when he was Treasury attaché in China, had his name added. Those 
two names have been added in the course of the accumulation. 

Senator Wetker. Very well. Proceed, Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. The first document that came back, Senator Welker, 
is headed “Dissemination Listing.” It says: 

There is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination which was made on 
10 individuals in letters and summaries disseminated to various agencies and 
individuals in the executive branch of the Government. The individuals referred 
to are as follows: 

Solomon Adler 

Virginius Frank Coe 

Harold Glasser 

Maurice Hyman Halperin 
Irving Kaplan 

Victor Perlo 

Abraham George Silverman 
Nathan Gregory Silvermaster 
William Henry Taylor 
William Ludwig Ullmann 

I might say that we have not requested the William Henry Taylor 
case, Senator, inasmuch as that was not one of the cases selected for 
particular scrutiny. William Henry Taylor was heard in executive 
session, but that is as far as we have gone on that case. However, it 
is here in the report, and, dependent on your wishes, shall we put 
it into the record ¢ 

Senator McCarran. I would say so. 

Senator Wexer. I would suggest that it go into the record. 

Mr. Morris. The listing sets out the individuals named in the sum. 
mary. The remaining dissemination is set out separately, under the 
name of the individual. 

Senator McCarran. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Weikrr. The Senator from Nevada. 

Senator McCarran. In regard to these individuals whom you have 
named, where are they at the present time? Do you know? How, 
if at all, are they employed in this country ¢ 

Mr. Morris. I will go through the list, Senator. 

Solomon Adler is now in England. Even though a naturalized 
American citizen, he has not returned to the country, and has allowed 
his passport to expire. 

Virginius Frank Coe, as you know, was Secretary of the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund a year ago, when he was subpenaed before 
the committee. Since that time he has taken some kind of commer- 
cial employment. He was dismissed by the International Monetary 
Fund. 

Harold Glasser was, until the last few months, connected with a 
Jewish charitable organization in New York City. 

Maurice Hyman Halperi in is head of the Latin-American Studies 
Department at Boston University, if he has not been recently sus- 
pended. He was there when he appeared as a witness before our 
committee. 

As to Irving Kaplan, I do not think I could tell you what he is 
doing. 

Victor Perlo is working for the International Publishers, I believe, 
Senator, in New York City. At least the record will show precisely 
what he is doing. 
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We have not had dealings with Abraham George Silverman in 9 or 
10 months, 

Nathan Gregory Silvermaster and William Ludwig Ullmann are 
builders in New Jersey, and William Henry Taylor, mentioned here, 
even though we have not asked for his report, is presently employed 
in the International Monetary Fuad. 

This letter reads: 

In the interest of brevity, dissemination data relating to all 10 individuals 
as set forth in the various documents described below and the listing sets out 
if the individual is named in the summary. The remaining dissemination is 
set out separately, under the name of the individual. 

The first is the letter to Harry Hawkins Vaughan. The date is 
November 8, 1945, sent to the White House by means of a letter dated 
November 8, 1945. 

In this letter the following individuals are mentioned: Halperin, 
Perlo, Silverman, Silvermaster, and Ullmann. 

There was a summary: “Soviet Espionage in the United States,” 
dated November 27, 1945. Dissemination of that was to the White 
House in a letter to General Vaughan, dated December 4, 1945; De- 
partment of Justice, memorandum to the Attorney General, dated 
December 4, 1945; Department of State, letter to the Secretary of 
State, dated December 4, 1945; and a copy delivered personally to 
Mr. Fred Lyon for Spruille Braden on December 7 7, 1945; and the 
Department of the Navy, a letter to Secretary Forrestal, dated De- 
cember 7, 1945, personally delivered on December 7, 1945 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned: 

Adler, Glasser, Halperin, Perlo, Silverman, Silvermaster, Taylor, 
and Ullmann. 

A summary, “Soviet Espionage in the United States,” dated De- 
cember 12, 1945, and a parenthetical remark is “(similar to November 
27, 1945, summary)” was delivered by letter to Admiral Leahy, Chief 
of Staff to the President, dated February 20, 1946 ; 

To the Department of State, in a letter to Mr. Lyon, dated March 
15, 1946; 

To the Department of the Army, letter to General Vandenberg, 
G-2, dated February 26, 1946, personally delivered, February 23, 
1946 ; 

Department of the Treasury, letter to Secretary Vinson, dated 
March 5, 1946, personally delivered March 6, 1946; 

Department of Justice, copy delivered to Mrs. Stewart of the 
Attorney General’s Office on July 24, 1946. 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned: 

Adler, Glasser, Halperin, Perlo, Silverman, Silvermaster, Taylor, 
and Ullmann. 

With respect to those two reports, we have many sections of those 
particular reports in our record. That is, commencing last March or 
April we began to put fragments of the November 27, 1945, report 
into our record. 

Here there is a summary memorandum on Harry Dexter White, 
dated February 1, 1946, delivered to the White House, letter to Gen- 
eral Vaughan, dated February 1, 1946, personally delivered on Feb- 
ruary 4, 1946; 

Department of Justice, letter to Attorney General, dated February 
4, 1946; 
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Department of State, letter to Mr. Lyon dated February 1, 1946, 
personally delivered on February 4, 1946. 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned : 

Adler, Coe, Glasser, Halperin, Kaplan, Perlo, Silverman, Silver- 
master, Taylor, and Ullmann. 

Now, the next item, Senators, is a summary entitled: “Underground 
Soviet Espionage Organization (NKVD) in Agencies of the United 
States Government,” dated February 21, 1946. 

That was disseminated to the White House by means of a letter 
to General Vaughan, dated February 25, 1946, personally delivered, 
February 26, 1946; 

To the ee of Justice, by letter to Attorney General, dated 
February 25, 1946, personally delivered February 26, 1946; 

To the De partment of State by letter to Secretary Byrnes, en 
February 25, 1946, or delivered February 26, 1946, and ¢ 
memorandum to Mr. Lyon, dated March 13, 1946: 

To Admiral Leahy, by letter to Admiral Leahy, Chief of Staff to 
the President, dated March 13, 1946; 

To the Department of the Treasury, by copy to Secretary Vinson, 
personally delivered on March 4, 1946; 

To the Central Intelligence Group by letter to Admiral Souers, 
dated April 2, 1946; and to the 

Department of the Army, by letter to General Vandenberg, G-2, 
dated March 7, 1946, and personally delivered on March 8, 1946, 

Senator McCarran. Just a moment right there, where you men- 
tioned letters delivered to Admiral Leahy. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir; that is the report. 

Senator McCarran. You mentioned letters delivered to him when 
he was adviser to the President ¢ 

Mr. Morris. When he was Chief of Staff to the President. 

Senator McCarran. He was not Chief of Staff, was he? He was 
adviser to the President, was he not? Was Admiral Leahy ever Chief 
of Staff? 

Senator We.xer. I believe he was adviser to the President. 

Senator McCarran. He was on the President’s staff. That is, he 
was adviser to the President. 

Mr. Morris. I will try to ascertain that, Senator. 

Senator McCarran. The reason I bring up the question, although 
it is not important, is that my understanding was that all of the 
reports with reference to Harry Dexter White were delivered to the 
Chief of Staff, as well as to the President at the time. What is the 
fact as to that? Iam now speaking of the Chief of Staff. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, one of the persons receiving this distribution 
was General Vandenberg. Now, that was dated March 7, 1946. I 
do not know in what capacity he received that, Senator. Mr. Mandel 
is making a check now. 

Senator McCarran. He would not have received it as Chief of Staff. 
He was head of the Air Force. 

Senator Weixer. He was in G-2, Intelligence. 

Senator McCarran. I do not know whether he was in Intelligence 
or not. 

Senator WeLker. Yes; I believe he was, Senator. 

Senator McCarran. I am interested in knowing whether or not 
reports on Harry Dexter White were delivered to the Chief of Staff. 
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If so, they should have found their way down to the proper echelon 
in the Army, it would seem to me. I do not know who was the Chief 
of Staff when these reports were sent in to the White House. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, Mr. Mandel is making a fast check right now, 
and I will have that information in just a few minutes. 

The Department of the Treasury, copy to Secretary Vinson, per- 
sonally delivered on March 4, 1946; 

Central Intelligence Group, letter to Admiral Souers dated April 
2, 1946; 

Department of the Army, letter to General Vandenberg, G—2, dated 
March 7, 1946. Personally delivered on March 8, 1946. 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned : 

Adler, Coe, Glasser, Halperin, Kaplan, Perlo, Silverman, Silver- 
master, Taylor, and Ullmann. 

Senator, the reason that they list those particular individuals is 
because we have requested information on those particular people. 

As you know from the 1945 summary, there are many other names 
mentioned. 

Here is a short summary “Underground Soviet Espionage Organi- 
zation (NKVD) in Agene ies of the U nited States Gov ernment, 7 dated 
February 21, 1946. 

The parenthetical remark is: 

This is a short summary broken down by Government agencies in which 
suspected individuals were employed. 

Senator Werker. For the purpose of the record, will you define 
what NKVD is? 

Mr. Morris. That was the Soviet intelligence organization. In 
this summary the following individuals are mentioned : 

Adler, Coe, Glasser, Halperin, Kaplan, Perlo, Silverman, Silver- 
master, Taylor, and Ullmann. 

The next is a summary entitled “The Comintern Apparatus,” dated 
March 5, 1946. 

The agency or individual transmittal was: 

Admiral Leahy, letter to Admiral Leahy, Chief of Staff to the 
President, dated March 7, 1946. 

Again that description is given. 

Department of Justice, memorandum to the Attorney General, 
dated March 7, 1946; 

Department of State, letter to Secretary Byrnes dated March 7, 
1946. 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned: 

Adler, Glasser, Perlo, Silverman, Silvermaster, and Ullmann. 

Next is asummary entitled “Soviet Activities in the United States,” 
dated July 25, 1946. 

The agencies are to the White House, letter to Attorney General, 
July 25, 1946, enclosing 2 copies. One copy for White House for 
delivery to Clark M. Clifford, Special Counsel to the President ; 

Department of Justice, letter to the Attorney General, July 25, 1946, 
enclosing copy for the Attorney General; copy furnished Miss O’Don- 
nell, of the Attorney General’s Office, on August 5, 1948, at Attorney 
General’s request. 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned: Adler, 
Coe, Glasser, Halperin, Kaplan, Perlo, Silverman, Silvermaster, 


Taylor, and Ullmann. 
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Next is a summary “Underground Soviet Espionage Organization 
(NKVD) in Agencies of the United States Government,” ‘dated Oc- 
tober 21, 1946. 

Agency of individual transmittal: 

White House, letter to George E. Allen, Presidential adviser, dated 
December 16, 1946. Personally delivered December 20, 1946; 

Department of Justice, letter to Attorney General dated November 
27, 1946; letter to Attorney General dated December 2, 1946, furnish- 
ing additional copy; letter to Mr. A. Devitt V oe Spec ial Assist- 
ant to the Attorney General, on December 6, 1946; 

Department of State, letter to Secretary of State, November 25, 
1946, delivered November 26, 1946; and letter to ers B. Lyon, 
December 12, 1946, person: ally delivered December 13, 1946; 

Department of the Treasury, memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General T. Vincent Quinn, dated March 6, 1948, with copy to be made 
available to Mr. Edward Foley of the Treasury Department. 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned: 

Adler, Coe, Glasser, H: lperin, Kaplan, Perlo, Silverman, Silver- 
master, Taylor, and Ullmann. 

Next, Senators, is a summary memorandum entitled “Summary of 
Soviet and Satellite Espionage and Communist Activities in’ the 
United States,” dated December 15, 1948. 

Agencies are: The Department of Justice, transmittal memorandum 
to the Attorney General, dated December 17, 1948. 

Senator McCarran. What do you mean by that? Your heading is 
Department of Justice and then you say “transmittal.” Who trans- 
mitted it? 

Mr. Morris. These, Senator McCarran, are the FBI reports. 

Senator McCarran. In other words, the FBI reports were trans- 
mitted to the Department of Justice? 

Mr. Morris. Transmitted to the Department of Justice by memo- 
randum to the Attorney General, dated December 17, 1948, and then 
the next item is to the White House. 

Senator McCarran. That was the FBI reports? 

Mr. Morrts. Senators, these are all FBI summaries: Letter, dated 
December 17, 1948, to Maj. Gen. Harry Hawkins Vaughan; 

Department of Justice, memorandum to the Assistant Attorney 
General, Alexander M. Campbell, dated December 21, 1948; 

Department of State, letter to George C. Marshall, Secretary of 
State, dated December 21, 1948, per sonally delivered December 22, 
1948, to C. H. Humelsine, for General Marshall ; 

Department of Defense, letter to James V. Forrestal, Secretary of 
Defense, dated December 21, 1948, personally delivered to Colonel 
Wood, aide to Secretary Forrestal, December 22, 1948; 

Department of the Air Force, letter to W. Stewart Symington, Sec- 
retary of the Air Force, dated December 21, 1948, personally “delivered 
to Secretary Symington, December 22, 1948; 

National Security Council, letter to Rear Adm. Sidney W. Souers, 
Executive Secretary, National Security Council, dated December 21, 
1948, 

This was delivered to J. P. Coyne, National Security Council, De- 
cember 22, 1948, 
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Atomic Energy Commission, letter to David E. Lilienthal, Chair- 
man, Atomic Energy Commission, dated December 21, 1948 , personally 
delivered December 22, 1948; 

Atomic Energy Commission, letter to Adm. Lewis L. Strauss, Atomic 
Energy Commission, dated December 21, 1948, personally delivered 
December r 22, 1948; 

Department of the Army, letter dated December 21, 1948, to Maj. 
Gen. Stafford L. Irvin, Director of Intelligence, General Staff, Depart- 
ment of the Army, delivered to General Bolling, Intelligence Division 
of the Army, December 22, 1948; 

Department of the Navy, letter to Rear Adm. Thomas B. Inglis, 
Chief of Naval Intelligence, Department of the Navy, dated December 
21, 1948, personally delivered December 22, 1948; and 

Department of the Air Force, letter to Maj. Gen. Charles P. Cabell, 
Director of Intelligence, Department of the Air Force, dated Decem- 
ber 21, 1948, personally delivered December r 22, 1948; 

Central Intelligence Agency, letter to Rear Adm. Roscoe H. Hillen- 
koetter, Director, CI A, dated December 21, 1948, personally delivered 
December 22, 1948; 

Department of State, George F. Kennan, Department of State, per- 
sonally delivered January 6, 1949. 

In this summary the following individuals are mentioned: 

Adler, Coe, Glasser, Halperin, Kaplan, Perlo, Silvermaster, Taylor, 
and Ullman. 

Finally, the investigative reports submitted by FBI field offices in 

case on “Nathan Gregor y Silvermaster, et al., Espionage—R.” 

Prior to the presentation of the case to the Federal grand jury in the southern 
district of New York in 1947 and 1948, all investigative reports prepared up to that 
time were made available to the officials of the Department of Justice responsible 
for the prosecutive presentation of the facts. Reports prepared after the grand 
jury began hearing the testimony and those prepared subsequent to the termina- 
tion of the Federal grand jury have been made available to the appropriate offi- 
cials of the Department of Justice. 

Senator McCarran, Who’s Who shows that Admiral Leahy is listed 
as Chief of Staff between 1942 and 1950. 

Senator Weixker. Chief of Staff to the President. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may this letter from Mr. Rogers, Deputy 
Attorney General, to Senator Jenner, dated December 15, 1953, with 
all the transmittal information, go into the record, together with this? 

Senator WeLKer. Without objection, it will be admitted. 

(The document referred to was read into the record by Mr. Morris. ) 

Mr. Morris. Would you like me to read that, Senator ? 

Senator Werker. I think it should be read for the record. 

Mr. Morris. This is the letter from William P. Rogers, Deputy 
Attorney General: 

DECEMBER 15, 1953. 

DEAR SENATOR JENNER: Enclosed herewith are dissemination data concerning 
Solomon Adler, Virginius Frank Coe, Harold Glasser, Irving Sigmund Friedman, 
Maurice Hyman Halperin, Irving Kaplan, Victor Perlo, Abraham George Silver- 
man, Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, William Henry Taylor, and William Ludwig 
Ullmann. 

You will notice that in addition to dissemination data concerning each indi- 
vidual, there are dissemination data covering instances where information relat- 


ing to various groups of the above individuals was transmitted to a person or 
agency. 


32918°—54—pt. 16——-138 
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These enclosures are in compliance with Mr. Morris’ request of November 19, 
1953, and your letters of November 13, 19, and December 3, 1953, in connection 
with and supplementary to the Attorney General’s testimony before your subcom- 
mittee on November 17, 1953. Similar information concerning Edward J. Fitz- 
gerald, requested in your letter of December 3, 1953, is in the process of prepara- 
tion, and will be forwarded as soon as completed. 

This letter will also confirm that dissemination data, concerning the letter of 
November 8, 1945, and the memorandums of November 27, 1945, and February 1, 
1946, relative to Harry Dexter White and others, requested during the Attorney 
General's testimony on November 17, 1953, and by Mr. Morris’ letter of December 
7, 1953, were furnished to the subcommittee, together with preliminary dissemina- 
tion data concerning Adler, Coe, Glasser, and Perlo, on November 23, 1953. 

Sincerely. 
WILLIAM IP’. Rogers, 
Deputy Attorney General. 


Senator, in connection with the individual dissemination reports, I 
would like to offer for the record eight of these. There are more 
submitted than we asked for. 

Apparently there were several other related cases, such as Abraham 
George Silverman and William Henry Taylor. They are two. We 
are not quite ready for those, Senator. 

I wonder if you will only take into the record the following eight: 
Virginius Frank Coe, Irving Kaplan, Solomon Adler, Harold Glasser, 
Maurice Hyman Halperin, Victor Perlo, Nathan Gregory Silver- 
master, and William Ludwig Ullman. 

Senator Weiker. They will be admitted. 

(The documents referred to are as follows:) 


Re Virernius Frank Core 


In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above, there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communications up to the date of his resignation from the 
International Monetary Fund on December 3, 1952. 


LETTER FROM THE WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION DATED MAY 13, 1947 
Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__________.__-__._. Memorandum to the Attorney General, 
dated May 17, 1947. 
MEMORANDUM DATED APR. 27, 1948 


Agency Transmittal 


Department of Justice............--.. Memorandum to the Attorney General, 
dated Apr. 27, 1948. 


REPORT DATED MAY 15, 1951, AT WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of the Treasury__-------- Forwarded to Treasury Department, 
Feb. 28, 1952. 
iene We Ti nk a ection Forwarded to State Department, Sept. 
24, 1951. 
Department of Justice___.__-----_-_--_ Forwarded to Division of Records, Sept. 


24, 1951. 


REPORT DATED JUNE 16, 1951, AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Agency Transmittal 

Department of Justice_______-___-_.. Forwarded to the Assistant Attorney 
General, Nov. 20, 1952. 
-.......... Forwarded Nov. 20, 1952. 


Civil Service Commission_ 
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REPORT DATED JULY 12, 1951, AT CHICAGO, ILL, 


Agency Transmittal 

Department of Justice_____---------- Forwarded Noy. 20, 1952, to the Assist- 
ant Attorney General. 
Civil Service Commission___---.----_~ Forwarded Novy. 20, 1952. 


REPORT DATED APR. 17, 1952, AT WASHINGTON, D. C, 





Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice___--..----.-.. Forwarded to the Division of Records, 
May 1, 1952. 
Department of the Treasury__..--... Delivered personally on Aug. 14, 1952. 
Department of State...............-s6« Forwarded Aug. 14, 1952. 
’ Department of the Army_---------.--. Forwarded Sept. 29, 1952. 


REPORT DATED APR. 23, 1952, AT RICHMOND, VA, 


Agency Transmittal 
’ Department of Justice__._.____-------- Forwarded to Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral, Nov. 20, 1952. 
Civil Service Commission__— ~~~ --- Forwarded Novy. 20, 1952. 
REPORT DATED MAY 10, 1952, AT MIAMT, FLA, 
Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice_._.__-.__-___-_ Forwarded to Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral, Nov. 20, 1952. 
Civil Service Commission__-.--_-----~ Forwarded Nov. 20, 1952, 
MEMORANDUM DATED NOV. 18, 1952 
{yency Transmittal 
Department of Justice-_.-_-.--.--._- Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General Charles B. Murray, inform- 
ing that copies of reports dated May 
15, 1951, and Apr. 17, 1952, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., were to be made avail- 
able to Roy Cohn, Special Assistant 
to the Attorney General. 
Re Irvine KApLan 
In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communications up to the date of his separation from the 
United Nations on May 29, 1952. 
. DEPARTMENTAL APPLICANT INVESTIGATION, 1938-39 
lyency Transmittal 
Department of Justite.......o...c0csseses Copies of investigative reports were for- 
warded to Joseph B. Keenan, assist- 
1 ant to the Attorney General during 


938 and 1939. 


SUMMARY MEMORANDUM ON WILLIAM LUDWIG ULLMANN DATED FEB, 12, 1946 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of the Army_-----........ Letter to Lt. Gen. Hoyt S. Vandenberg, 
G-2, dated Feb. 12, 1946. Personally 

delivered Feb. 18, 1946. 


LETTER DATED OCT. 8, 1946 


Agency Transmittal 
Wes BOUND cen ensdn anette ee cain Letter to George E. Allen, Presidential 
adviser, dated Oct. 8, 1946. Person- 
ally delivered Oct. 10, 1946. 
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LETTER DATED OCT, 30, 1946 





Agency Transmittal 
Wy ene. BONNO adi otancadiiinnbaesweias Letter to George E. Allen, Presidential 
adviser, dated Oct. 30, 1946. Person- 
ally delivered Oct. 31, 1946. 


SUMMARY MEMORANDUM ON HARRY SAMUEL MAGDOFF, DATED DEC. 24, 1946 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice... oss Memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated Dec. 26, 1946, enclosing sum- 
mary memorandum, 


MEMORANDUM DATED MAR, 7, 1947 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice.................. Memorandum to the Attorney General 
on Mar. 7, 1947. 


SUMMARY ON EDWARD JOSEPH FITZGERALD DATED SEPT. 10, 1947 


{yency Transmittal 
Department of Commerce___---------- Letter to W. A. Harriman, Secretary of 
Commerce, dated Sept. 10, 1947. 


MEMORANDUM DATED OCT. 29, 1952 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice._.......«.ncs0= Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General Charles B. Murray dated Oct. 


29, 1952. 


REPORT DATED MAR, 8, 1951, AT NEW YORK 


Agency Transmittal 

Department of Justice__.__..-.------__ Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General James M. McInerney dated 
Mar. 12, 1951. 

Department of State_._-.--. eieniteletimasisipecs Memorandum to Donald L. Nicholson, 
Chief, Division of Security, dated 
Mar. 12, 1951. Personally delivered 
Mar. 13, 1951. 

Department of Justice.._._.........---~. Date of transmital unknown. 


REPORT DATED APR. 25, 1951, AT NEW YORK 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of State... .....+...ccncne Report forwarded May 14, 1951. 
Department of Justice...........--... Report forwarded to Division of Rec- 


ords, May 14, 1951. 
LETTER DATED APR. 30, 1951 


Agency Transmitial 
Departenent of Gite... eccwncenscaie Letter to Donald L. Nicholson, Chief, 
Division of Security, Department of 
State. Personally delivered May 1, 
1951. 


REPORT DATED JUNE 16, 1951, AT NEW YORK 


Agency Tranemittal 
Department of Justice__.....__.__--... Report forwarded to Division of Rec- 
ords, June 27, 1951. 
Department of State... ~~~ ear eee Report forwarded to State Department, 


7 June 28, 1951. 
United States attorney, southern dis- Date of transmittal unknown. 
trict of New York. 
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REPORT DATED OCT. 23 


Agency 
Department of State 


Department of Justice 


United States attorney, southern dis- 
trict of New York. 


REPORT DATED DEC, 26, 


Agency 


Department of State 


Department of Justice 


United States attorney, southern dis- 


trict of New York. 


REPORT DATED JAN, 2 
{gency 


Department of Justice 


En aieaceeaids 


Department of 


United States attorney, southern dis- 
trict of New York. 

REPORT DATED FEB, 2 

Agency 

Department of Justice 


Department of State 


United States attorney, southern dis- 
trict of New York. 


MEMORANDUM DA’ 


Agency 


Department of State 


MEMORANDUM D:z 


Agency 


Department of Justice 


Department of State 


SUBVERSION IN 


—- 


GOVERNMENT of 


12 


1951, AT NEW YORK 


’ 


Tranamittal 
Report forwarded to Department 
State, Nov. 15, 1951. 
Report forwarded to Division of Ree- 
ords, Nov. 15, 1951. 
Date of transmittal unknown. 


of 


1951, AT DALLAS, TEX. 


Transmittal 
Report forwarded to Department 
State, Jan. 8, 1952. 
Report forwarded to Division of Rec- 
ords, Jan. 8, 1952. 
Date of transmittal unknown. 


of 


, 1952, AT NEW YORK 
Transmittal 
Report forwarded to Division of Rec- 


ords, Jan. 15, 1952. 
Report forward to 
State, Jan. 15, 1952. 
Date of transmittal unknown. 


Department of 


25, 1952, AT NEW YORK 


Transmittal 
Report forwarded to Division of Rec- 
ords, Mar. 14, 1952. 
Report forwarded to 
State, Mar. 14, 1952. 
Date of transmittal unknown, 


Department of 


TED MAR. 26, 1952 


Transmittal 
Memorandum to Donald L. Nicholson, 


Chief, Division of Security. Person- 
ally delivered Mar. 28, 1952. 
ATED APR, 3, 1952 
Transmittal 
Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 


General McInerney dated Apr. 3, 1952. 
Memorandum to Donald L. Nicholson, 


Chief, Division of Security, dated 

Apr. 3, 1952. 

MEMORANDUM DATED APR. 21, 1952 

Agency Transmittal 

Department of Justice__..._.....--_-. Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General James M. McInerney dated 

Apr. 21, 1952. 
Wepartinent of State... ono Memorandum to Donald L. Nicholson, 


Chief, Division of Security, dated 


Apr. 21, 1952. 
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MEMORANDUM TO STATE DEPARTMENT DATED MAY 2, 1952 


{uency Transmittal 
Department of Justice____------ _ Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General James M. McInerney dated 
May 2, 1952. 
Department of State-___----- Ba Memorandum to Donald L. Nicholson, 
Chief, Division of Security, dated 
May 2, 1952. 


Re Sotomon ApLER, Witn ALIASES, SCHLOMER ADLER, SOL ADLER, SHLOMOH ADLER 


In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above, there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communications up to the date of his resignation from the 
Department of the Treasury on May 11, 1950. 


SUMMARY ON SOLOMON ADLER DATED FEB, 21, 1947 


{gency Transmittal 
Department of Justice____--.--_- ._.. Letter to the Attorney General, Mar. 


7, 1947. 
LETTER DATED APR, 4, 1947 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice._.........-...- Letter dated Apr. 4, 1947, to Assistant 
Attorney General McGregor. 


MEMORANDUM DATED MAY 29, 1947 


Agency Transmittal 


Department of Justice___._-------~_~- _. Memorandum to the Attorney General, 
dated May 29, 1947. 


MEMORANDUM DATED MAR, 12, 1948 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice_-_............. By memorandum dated Mar. 12, 1948, to 
Assistant Attorney General T. V. 
Quinn. 


REPORT DATED APR. 9, 1948, AT NEW YORK 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__..._._.-_.._... Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General T. V. Quinn, dated Apr. 14, 
1948. 


REPORT DATED JULY 6, 1948, AT WASHINGTON, D, C. 


dyency Transmittal 
Department of Jastite.—___ 5... Letter to Assistant Attorney General 
T. V. Quinn, dated July 22, 1948. 
Civil Service Commission____._.__.---__ Letter to James E. Hatcher, July 22, 
1948. 


REPORT DATED JUNE 25, 1948, AT NEW YORK 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice_..____..._____.. Letter to Assistant Attorney General 
T. V. Quinn, July 22, 1948. 
Civil Service Commission____.___----__ Letter to James E. Hatcher, July 22, 
1948. 
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REPORT DATED JUNE 26, 1948, AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__.-_.--------~- Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General T. V. Quinn, July 22, 1948. 
Civil Service Commission____.__-_____ Letter to James E. Hatcher, July 22, 
1948. 


REPORT DATED JUNE 26, 1948, AT LOS ANGELES, CALIF, 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice_____.--_.-.--.- Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General T. V. Quinn, July 22, 1948. 
Civil Service Commission__---------. Memorandum to James E. Hatcher, July 


22, 1948. 


REPORT DATED FEB, 11, 1949, AT WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__..__--___-_-_ Letter to the Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral A. M. Campbell, Feb. 25, 1949. 
Civil Service Commission.___.._._._--.. Memorandum to James E. Hatcher, Feb. 
17, 1949. 
Department of the Treasury___------- Memorandum to James H. Hard, Chair 


man, Loyalty Board, Feb. 17, 1949. 


REPORT DATED FEB, 11, 1949, AT NEW YORK 


igency Transmittal 
Denartment GF JUS Cun aekrd wade ants Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General A. M. Campbell, Feb. 25, 1949. 
__...__. Memorandum to James E. Hatcher, Feb. 
17, 1949. 
Department of the Treasury___------- Memorandum to James H. Hard, Chair- 
man, Loyalty Board, Feb. 17, 1949. 


Civil Service Commission___— 


REPORT DATED FEB, 11, 1949, AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF, 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice........«cese0=-e Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General A. M. Campbell, Feb. 25, 1949. 
Civil Service Commission_...-------_- Memorandum to James E. Hatcher, Feb. 
17, 1949. 
Department of the Treasury_-------~- Memorandum to James H. Hard, Chair- 


man, Loyalty Board, Feb. 17, 1949. 


REPORT DATED FEB, 11, 1949, AT OMAHA, NEBR, 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__.._....-..... Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General A. M, Campbell, Feb. 25, 1949. 
Civil Service Commission.......-...-- Memorandum to James E. Hatcher, Feb. 
17, 1949. 
Department of the Treasury__-------- Memorandum to James H. Hard, Chair- 


man, Loyalty Board, Feb. 17, 1949. 


LETTER DATED MAY 19, 1949 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice____..__.....--_ Letter dated May 19, 1949, to Mr. Pey- 
ton Ford, Assistant Attorney General. 


REPORT DATED FEB. 20, 1950, AT NEW YORK 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of JuMtice.....0ncncdccnncne Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
yeneral James M, McInerney, dated 
Feb. 27, 1950. 
Civil Service Commission____.------__ Memorandum to James E, Hatcher, 
dated Feb. 27, 1950. 
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MEMORANDUM DATED APR. 17, 1950 


{yency Transmittal 
Civil Service Commission : _._. Memorandum to James E. Hatcher, 
Chief, Investigations Division, dated 
Apr. 17, 1950. 


MEMORANDUM DATED APR. 17, 1950 


dvyency Transmittal 
Department of Justice —— _._ Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General McInerney, dated Apr. 17, 
1950. 


Re HAROLp GLASSER 


In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communications up to the date of his resignation from the 
Department of the Treasury on December 31, 1947. 


MEMORANDUM DATED APR. 3, 1941 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice _...... Memorandum to Mr. L. M. C. Smith 
dated Apr. 3, 1941. 


MEMORANDUM DATED SEPT. 5, 1941 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice____.....--.____ Memorandum to Assistant to the Attor- 
ney General Matthew F. McGuire 
dated Sept. 5, 1941. 


REPORT DATED NOV, 7, 1941, AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Agency Transmittal 
Department Of Bite... Report forwarded to Department of 
State Jan. 21, 1943. 


REPORT DATED NOY, 8, 1941, AT PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of State eat eee Report forwarded to Department of 
State on Jan. 21, 1943. 


REPORT DATED NOY, 19, 1941, AT ST. PAUL, MINN, 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of State _........ Report forwarded to Department of 
State on Jan. 21, 1943. 


REPORT DATED NOV. 19, 1941, AT CHICAGO, ILL, 


Agvency Transmittal 
Department of State_.----- _...._._. Report forwarded to Department of 
State on Jan. 21, 1943. 


REPORT DATED NOV, 27, 1941, AT CHICAGO, ILL, 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of State___--._.---..----_._. Report forwarded to Department of 
State on Jan. 21, 1943. 
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REPORT DATED DEC. 8, 1941, AT WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice_____- _....__ Report forwarded to Department of 
Justice on Apr. 14, 1942. 
Department of State__ Bu . Report forwarded to Department of 
State on Jan. 21, 1943. 
Department of Treasury__----- .... Letter to Secretary of Treasury dated 


Jan. 26, 1942. 
REPORT DATED JAN, 13, 1942, AT CLEVELAND, OHIO 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of State____-- whe . Report forwarded to Department of 
State on Jan. 21, 1943. 


SUMMARY “SOVIET ESPIONAGE ACTIVITY” DATED FEB. 6, 1946 


ivency Transmittal 
Attorney General _...._.. Memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated Feb. 7, 1946. 


MEMORANDUM DATED MAR, 7, 1947 
{yency Transmittal 
Department of Justice___- Memorandum to the Attorney General 


dated Mar. 7, 1947. 


MEMORANDUM DATED APR, 4, 1947 


{gency Transmittal 
Department of Justice___- : ._. Memorandum to Assistant Attorney 
General D. W. McGregor dated Apr. 4, 
1947. 


MEMORANDUM DATED MAY 17, 1947 


{gency Transmittal 


Department of Justice____---- __. Memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated May 17, 1947. 


LETTER DATED SEPT. 4, 1947 


{gency Transmittal 


Attorney General___--_-- sn shia ae Memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated Sept. 4, 1947. 


Re Maurice HYMAN HALPERIN, WITH ALIASES, MAURY HALPERN, MAURICE HALPERN 


In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above, there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communications up to the date of his resignation from the 
Department of State on May 31, 1946. 


HATCH ACT INVESTIGATIVE REPORTS DATED DEC. 5, 19413; JAN. 15, 1942; MAR, 17, 1942 


{gency Transmittal 
Office of Coordinator of Information... Letter to Col. W. J. Donovan, Coordina- 
tor of Information, dated Mar. 27, 
1942, 


LETTER DATED MAY 10, 1946 


{gency Transmittal 
Department of State______~- ae _ Letter to Secretary of State, dated May 


10, 1946. 
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Re Victor Perro, Wiru ALIAsEs Victor Pertow, NATHAN Pertow, Martin 
STRIBLING 


In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communications up to the date of his resignation from the 
Department of the Treasury on March 27, 1947. 


SUMMARY ENTITLED “SOVIET ESPIONAGE ACTIVITY,” DATED FER. 6, 1946 


{yvency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__- Summary forwarded to the Attorney 
General on February 7, 1946. 
Department of State . . Letter to Frederick B. Lyon, dated Feb. 
7,1946. Personally delivered Feb. 11, 
1946, 


LETTER DATED MAR. 20, 1946, ENTITLED “P. BERNARD NORTMAN’ 


igency Transmittal 


Department of State__-_-_-__---__-__--____ Letter to Frederick B. Lyon, dated Mar. 
20, 1946. 


LETTER AND SUMMARY DATED JULY 15, 1946, REGARDING ROBERT TALBOTT MILLER IIT 
4dyency Transmittal 
phenavtmont Of (tai t sci es. Letter to Frederick B. Lyon, dated July 


15, 1946, delivered July 16, 1946. 


SUMMARY MEMORANDUM DATED DEC, 24, 1946, ON HARRY SAMUEL MAGDOFF 


{gency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__...._-........ Memorandum to Attorney General, 
dated Dec. 26, 1946. 


SUMMARY ON VICTOR PERLO DATED FEB. 21, 1947 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice___.__.__-_-_---~ - Letter to Attorney General, dated Mar. 
7, 1947. 


LETTER DATED MAR, 26, 1947 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of State.....<......... Letter to Secretary of State Marshall, 
dated Mar. 26, 1947. 


Re NATHAN GREGORY SILVERMASTER 


In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above, there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communications up to the date of his resignation from the 
War Assets Administration on November 30, 1946. 


MEMORANDUM DATED JUNE 30, 1941 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice__._____________ Memorandum to Mr. Matthew McGuire, 
assistant to the Attorney General, 
dated June 30, 1941, 


REPORTS DATED FEB, 21, 1942, AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF.; MAR. 5, 1942, AT LOS 
ANGELES, CALIF. ; APR. 8, 1942, AT NEW HAVEN, CONN.; APR. 23, 1942, AT WASHING- 
TON, D. C. 


Agency Transmittal 
Board of Economie Warfare_____-__-- Letter to Mr. Milo Perkins, Executive 
Director, Board of Economie War- 

fare, dated May 6, 1942. 
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REPORTS DATED FEB. 21, 1942, AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF.; MAR. 5, 1942, AT LOS 
ANGELES, CALIF.}; APR. 8, 1942, AT NEW HAVEN, CONN.; APR. 23, 1942, AT WASHING- 
TON, D. C. 

Avency Transmittal 
Department of Agriculture______------ Letter to Mr. James L. Buckley, Assist- 
ant Director of Personnel, dated May 
6, 1942. 


REPORTS DATED FEB. 10, 1942, AT SEATTLE, WASH. }; FEB. 21, 1942, AT SAN FRANCISCO, 
CALIF.; MAR. 30, 1942, AT ALBANY, N. Y.; APR. 23, 1942, AT WASHINGTON, D. ©.3 
MAY 14, 1942, AT ALBANY, N. Y¥. 

{gency Transmittal 
Department of Justice.._-.....-..... Memorandum to Mr. Lawrence M. C 
Smith, Chief, Special War Policies 
Unit, dated Sept. 1, 1942. 


REPORTS DATED OCT. 6, 1942, AT SEATTLE, WASH.; OCT. 9, 1942, AT SAN FRANCISCO, 
CALIF, 
Agency Transmittal 


Department of Agriculture_-_-__-_- Letter to Mr. T. Roy Reid, Director of 
Personnel, dated Nov. 17, 1942. 


REPORT DATED SEPT. 3, 1943, AT WASHINGTON, D. C, 


ivency Transmittal 
Interdepartmental Committee on Em- Memorandum dated Sept. 17, 1943. 
ployee Investigations. 


REPORTS DATED FEB. 10, 1942, AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF.; MAR, 5, 1942, AT LOS 
ANGELES, CALIF.; APR. 8, 1942, AT NEW HAVEN, CONN.$ MAY 14, 1942, AT ALBANY, 
N. Y.; OCT. 6, 1942, AT SEATTLE, WASH. ; OCT. 9, 1942, AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 

{gency Transmittal 

Civil Service Commission__...._.__._._. Forwarded July 21, 1944. 


SUMMARY MEMORANDUM ON WILLIAM LUDWIG ULLMAN DATED FEB, 12, 1946 


{gency Transmittal 
Department of the Army _-_-_- .... Letter to General Vandenberg, G-—2, 
dated Feb. 12, 1946. Personally de- 
livered on Feb. 18, 1946. 


Re WILuLiAM Lupwic ULLMAN, WITH ALIASES WILLIAM Lupwia ULLMANN, Lup, 
Lup ULLMAN, Lupwie ULLMAN 


In addition to the dissemination which is being set forth separately concerning 
the above, there is being set forth hereinafter the dissemination made on this 
individual in other communciations up to the date of his resignation from the 
Department of the Treasury on March 21, 1947: 


MEMORANDUM ON WILLIAM LUDWIG ULLMAN DATED FEB, 12, 1946 


Agency Transmittal 


Department of the Army_------~-- _.. Letter to Lt. Gen. Hoyt S. Vandenberg, 
G-2, dated Feb. 12, 1946. Personally 
delivered Feb. 18, 1946. 


LETTER DATED MAR. 7, 1946 
Agency Transmittal 
White House____--_-----__---------_ Letter to General Vaughan Mar. 7, 1946. 
SUMMARY MEMORANDUM ON WILLIAM LUDWIG ULLMAN DATED MAR, 7, 1947 
Agency Transmittal 


Department of Justice__..__----~- -. Memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated Mar. 7, 1947. 
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MEMORANDUM DATED MAR. 17, 1947 


Agency Transmittal 
Department of Justice -__..-..-._. Memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated Mar. 17, 1947. 

Mr. Morris. I will have made up a summary for the convenience of 
the Senators here, which will tell the distribution of the FBI reports 
on the individuals named here. 

On Frank Coe, who was dismissed, I believe, from the International 
Monetary Fund on December 3, 1952, there were 9 reports, 9 FBI 
reports made out on him in connection with his Communist activities 
between the period May 18, 1947, and December 3, 1952. 

Now, we have in our record previously, Sen: tors, FBI reports and 
their dissemination prior to this particular date, May 13, 1947. I be- 
lieve there are four of those, Senators, but the record will show how 
many there actually were. 

Senator Weixer. Will you show what agencies received these re- 
ports and how many reports were received by them ? 

Mr. Morris. There were 9 reports in addition to the ones we have 
in the record, Justice got all 9; Treasury got 2; State Department got 
2; the Army got 1 and Civil Service got 4. 

Senator WeLKer. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. On Irving Kaplan, who was separated from the U. N. 
on May 29, 1952, which ‘T believe was just at about the time that he 
appeared before this subcommittee, there were 20 reports between 
1938 and May 29, 1952. 

Justice got 15 of them; Army got 1; the White House got 2; Com- 
merce got 1; State Department got 12; and the United States attorney 
in the southern district of New York got 5. 

On Solomon Adler, who resigned from the Tre sxasury Department as 
the Treasury attaché, on May il, 1950, there were 17 FBI reports. 

These reports, Senators, all relate to the individual’s Communist 
activities, 

February 21, 1947, to April 17, 1950, Justice got 16 of them; Civil 
Service got 10, and Treasury got 4. 

On Harold Glasser, who resigned December 31, 1947, there were 14 
reports. 

These, Senators, are in addition to the reports we already have in 
the record. 

Between April 3, 1941, and September 4, 1947, Justice received 8; 
State Department received 7; and Treasury received 1. 

On Maurice Halperin, who resigned May 31, 1946, there were 4 re- 
ports, December 5, 1941, to May 10, 1946. 

The Coordinator of Information received 1; State Department re- 
ceived 1; 1 think there must be a mistake in that summary, Senators, 
because there were 4 reports, and it shows dissemination to 2 agencies. 
(COI received 3.) 

On Victor Perlo who resigned March 27, 1947, there were 6 reports, 
February 6, 1946, to March 26, 1947. 

Justice received 3 and State Department received 4. 

Nathan G. Silvermaster a November 30, 1946. 

There were 24 reports, June 3 ), 1941, to February 12, 1946. 

Justice received 6; Board of Resumes Warfare received 4; Agri- 
culture 6; Interdepartmental Committee on Employee Investigation, 
1; Civil Service 6; and Army, 1. 
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William L. Ullmann, resigned March 21, 1947. 

There were 4 reports, February 12, 1946, to March 17, 1947. 

Army received 1; the White House, 1; and Justice 2. 

Senators, as I say, that is the summation of the eight individual 
reports that I have offered for the record. 

Senator McCarran. Drawing your attention to Maurice Halperin, 
there appear to have been four reports. He resigned May 31, 1946. 

Between December 5, 1941, and May 10, 1946, there were 4 reports, 
but only 1 to COI and 1 to State, and none to the Department of Jus- 
tice. Is that by any chance an oversight ! 

Mr. Morris. No; I noticed there the same thing, Senator. 

It says the individual reports. As to the Hatch Act investigative 
reports, there were 3 of them, dated December 5, 1941, January 15, 
1952, and March 17, 1952; those 3 were transmitted to Col. W. J 
Donovan, Coordinator of Information, dated March 27, 1942; that 
should read 3 to COL. 

Senator McCarran. There were none to the Department of Justice / 

Mr. Morris. Apparently not. I was puzzled by the same thing, 
Senator, but you will notice that in the first thing that we read here 
today, the summaries of all Soviet underground activity, that in al- 
most every case Halperin is mentioned. So this is an additional 
listing. I had the same problem. 

For instance, the letter to Gen. Harry Vaughan mentioned Halperin. 

The letter of November 27, 1945, mentioned Halperin. 

The summary of Soviet espionage in the United States, dated De- 
cember 12, mentioned Halperin. 

Senator McCarran. Asa rule, those FBI reports go to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, when they go to any other department. That is my 
understanding. 

Mr. Morris. That is right, Senator, and I think the individual re- 
ports show that, too. That is why that one on Halperin seems to be 
unusual, ° 

Senators, you will notice that we have not asked for the dissemina- 
tion reports of Harry Dexter White, on the idea that the Attorney 
General has testified rather fully about the dissemination that was 
given to the report on Harry Dexter White, and we have not followed 
that further. 

If you Senators think we should, we can also ask for subsequent 
dissemination, on Harry Dexter White. 

Senator Wetker. I think that there should be some subsequent 
listing of the dissemination on Harry Dexter White given the com- 
mittee, so that the record will be complete. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, the only other thing I have here is Senator 
Jenner’s letter to the Secretary of State, dated December 2, 1953, on 
the Gouzenko matter, which is not yet in our record. 

Senator Weixer. Do you care to re¢ ad it? 

Mr. Morris. This is dated December 2, 1953. 

Hon. JoHN Foster DULLEs, 
Secretary of State, Department of State, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. SEcrETARY: In reply to your letter of November 28, we are herein 
responding to the Canadian Government. 

After looking over the record of the subcommittee, containing as it does many 
references to important information supplied by Mr. Gouzenko, concerning es- 
pionage in the United States, all of which have now been revealed by us, the 
subcommittee feels, in view of the seriousness of the matter, that it would be 
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derelict if it neglected to accept any offer of the Canadian Government allowing 
us to hear Mr. Gouzenko. 

In deference to Mr. Gouzenko’s security, it is hoped that future arrangements 
be worked out by word of mouth and that steps be taken to protect the secrecy 
of these arrangements. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM E. JENNER. 

Senator WeLker. Very well. Are there any questions ? 

Senator McCarran. What is the status of that Canadian matter 
now ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Senator McCarran, I spoke with Senator Jenner yes- 
terday afternoon, and, as you know, he has been calling daily asking 
for reports on when the committee is going to hear Mr. Gouzenko, and 
we had postponed hearings all last week in anticipation of a visit to 
Canada. 

We have been holding up several other matters, particularly some 
matters concerning the United Nations, pending that. 

Senator Jenner yesterday said that, inasmuch as it is now getting 
so close to Christmas, rather than deferring the business any longer, 
that he would discontinue his present efforts to see Mr. Gouzenko 
before Christmas. 

In other words, he had been trying to get the hearing over before 
Christmas, feeling that January would be a difficult month, in view 
of the meeting of Congress at that time. 

Senator McCarran. I think he is very wise in that. As regards 
the secrecy and security of Gouzenko, I sometimes think that that is 
played up a little too strongly, because, with all the mention that 
has been made of his name and all the publicity that there has been 
about it, I doubt very much if we are affecting his security. 

Senator We.ker. That is true, when you consider all of the inter- 
views that he has given to leading newspapers and leading writers. 

Mr. Morris. I think, Senators, that I might mention for the record, 
that after there was an exchange of correspondence last week, and 
there was a newspaper report concerning Mr. Gouzenko, two American 
newspapermen called me within an hour after the release was made 
and they had discussed the matter with Mr. Gouzenko, and reported 
that information back, and even said, “Would you like to speak to 
Mr. Gouzenko? He would be glad to talk to you.” 

I said, “I think I had better not speak to him.” 

Senator Weiker. That was due to an arrangement made by this 
committee that we would not discuss the matter. 

Mr. Morris. That is right. We have been very scrupulous in not 
having anything to do with Mr. Gouzenko, because we are dealing 
through the State Department and the Canadian Government, but he is 
being accessible, apparently, very readily, to American newspapermen. 

Senator McCarran. That is what I have reference to there. 

Senator WeLker. Do you have anything further, Counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. No, Senator, I have nothing more. 

Senator Werker. If not, the open meeting will suspend, and the 
acting chairman would like to have an executive meeting with Sena- 
tor McCarran, and with the staff. 

There will be no reporters present. We will not need a transcript. 

(Whereupon, at 11:35 a. m. the committee proceeded into executive 
session. ) 
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